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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Mr. Osnornz Morcan’s Serzct Commrrrze on the Land 
Titles and Transfer Question has been busily engaged 
since the Whitsuntide holidays in taking evidence, 
chiefly on the operation of Lord Cairns’ Act and the 
Middlesex and Yorkshire Registries. Besides Mr. Holt, 
the ng enor under the Land Titles and Transfer 
Act, the committee have examined Mr. Bartle Frere, 
Mt. H.'T. Young, Mr. N. Learoyd, and other profes. 

gentlemen of varied and practical experience. In 
this way they have collected a large body of useful 
nm which it is hoped may prove available as 
the basis of the report, 





Taz Lorp Ouer Justice the other day alluded in 
terms of strong disapprobation to the unwieldy 
hature of the plans which are prepared by those 

are entrusted with the duty of making plans 
for the purposes of a trial. When a plan is produced in 
order to explain a case to a judge or jury it too frequently 
tums out to be of gigantic dimensions; folded in innu- 





merable folds ; far too large to be expanded with conve- 
nience on the judge’s desk or on the counsel's table ; 
concealing, when opened, every other paper within a 
range of several square feet—in fact, a perfect nuisance 
to anybody who has to do with it. Frequently, there is 
no sort of pretence for this inconvenient amplitude, the 
plan proving to be nothing but a few coloured lines in- 
cluding vast blank spaces. We suppose the idea is 
to have a plan large enough to be seen by 
the jury when placed on the table at a distance 
from them. It would generally be far better to 
have a greater number of small plans for use in the 
jury-box ; and in all cases where a plan is made for the 
use of the judge it should be of a handy size. Noone 
who has not experienced it can be aware how trouble- 
some it is, when a large plan is placed on a desk, to carry 
the eye from one point of it to another, and then when 
the judge requires a clear field in front of him for the 
purpose of taking notes, the plan has to be thrown aside 
somewhere, and then again it has to be picked up and 
spread out afresh when further reference to it becomes 
requisite. In most cases, a plan of very limited size 
would be sufficient for the purpose of elucidating a case. 
The Lord Chief Justice half jokingly suggested that it 
would be a good thing if the masters would disallow 
the costs in respect of all plans above a certain size, 
but we hope that, without resorting to such strong 
measures, his lordship’s remark may bring about a change. 





Tue suceEstion made by the Master of the Rolls, at 
the dinner of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association on 
Wednesday, that schools should be founded for the 
children of solicitors, deserves careful attention. There 
can be no question that a large number of cases occur 
every year in which the children of solicitors are left, 
on the death of the father, without the means of obtain- 
ing a good education; and some provision should be 
made for these cases. But we are not clear that the 
foundation of special schools for solicitors’ children is 
the best mode of meeting the want. There would be 
difficulty in establishing and supporting schools which 
would give a really good education. The number of 
children would be limited, because, do what you will, 
the idea of charity would always attach to the institu- 
tion, and solicitors and their widows would not send 
their children to the charity school if they could 
by any means get them educated elsewhere. It 
seems to us that it would be a preferable course 
to form a fund to be devoted to paying the fees for the 
education of the children of solicitors who have died 
in necessitous circumstances at certain specified schools 
of high reputation in various parts of the country, 
Probably somewhst reduced terms could be obtained 
from these schools if any considerable number of 
scholars could be guaranteed, and the children would thus 
obtain an excellent school education, and perhaps have 
chances of exhibitions to the universities. This scheme 
has the merit of admitting of experimental trial on a small 
scale, and we feel convinced that if it could be carried 
out a great boon would be conferred on the needy 
members of the profession. 





THR RECENT sTATE of the cases as to the construction 
of section 72 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, was some- 
what embarrassing to every one except county court 
judges. They pinned their faith to Ha parte Anderson, 
and refused to let go their hold on the doctrine laid 
down by Lord Justice Giffard, notwithstanding all the 
doubts and qualifications which have since been ex- 
pressed. It has been acted upon, as Mr. Daniel, Q.C., 
recently said, from Northumberland to Cornwall, from 
Norfolk to Anglesea; and if the observations of this 
learned gentleman have been correctly reported, he 
stated at Bradford on Tuesday that nine-tenths of the 
bankruptoy business of the court would be annihilated 
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if the jurisdiction so perseveringly exercised were re- 
moved. The remarks of the Master of the Rolls in the case 
of In re Pollard, Eu parte Dickin (ante, p. 584) have 
fallen like a bombshell into this scene of happy and busy 
unanimity. In that case it was contended that section 72 
of the Act gave the Court of Bankruptcy ample jurisdic- 
tion to decide the question, it being a question arising in a 
“case of bankruptcy,” and it being ‘‘ expedient or 
necessary ” to decide it “for the purpose of making’ a 
complete distribution of the property ” of the liquidating 
debtor; but the learned Master of the Rolls, with his 
usual directness and force of speech, said :— 


‘*The very serious question arises whether the Court 
of Bankruptcy has any jurisdiction to make an order 
for the payment of such a demand [i.c., a mere money 
demand]. It appears to me, however, that it is not 
necessary for us to decide this question now, for if 
the jurisdiction exists there is the further question 
whether it is expedient to exercise it in the pre- 
sent case. It never could, I think, have been the 
intention of the Legislature that the Court of Bankruptcy 
should exercise & jurisdiction to decide the title to any 
real estate in the country which was claimed by a man 
who happened to be a bankrupt, for it must be re- 
membered that the decisions of the Court of Appeal in 
bankruptcy cannot be appealed from to the House of 
Lords, except with the leave of the court. But assuming 
that the Court of Bankruptcy has jurisdiction, I can see 
no reason why in the present case an action should not be 
brought by the trustee against Murrell & Crisfield for the 
debt, No question of bankruptcy law is involved, whereas 
@ question of character is involved which the parties might 
not desire to have decided in acounty court. . .. . 
I can see noground for the Court of Bankruptcy assuming 
jurisdiction in this case. I may go further and say that 
whenever there is @ simple money demand by the trustee 
of a bankrupt’s property it is capable of being tried 
by the ordinary tribunals. Ican see no reason why the 
Court of Bankruptcy should assume a jurisdiction to try 
it.”” 

Mr. Daniel, Q.C., has taken these remarks very much 
to heart. He has been explaining to the inhabitants of his 
district that the decision in In re Pollard has “ paralyzed 
his right hand in matters of bankruptcy,’’ and is reported 
to have announced his intention to refuse to exercise 
‘jurisdiction in bankruptcy over any third party in re- 
spect to any matter which could be the subject of an 
action in any division of the High Court.” We really 
think all this fuss is a little misplaced. If the parties 
find the county court jurisdiction useful, and desire to 
obtain the decision of matters by the county court 
judge, what is there to prevent them from proceeding on 
the other side of the court under 19 & 20 Vict. c. 108, s. 
23, and agreeing that the county court shall have power 
to try the matter? If the county court judges are sur- 


- prised at the remarks of the judges of the Court of 


Appeal, we must say they have only themselves to 
blame; they need have felt no such surprise if 
they had regarded the language of Lord Sel- 
borne in In re Motion (22 W. R. 236) where he said 
that section 72 gave the Court of Bankruptcy “ avery 
large authority to decide such questions as it might be 
found necessary or convenient to determine for the 
proper purposes of the administration in bankruptcy.” 





In a case of Kirkwood v. Webster, Mr. Justice Fry 
has varied the expression, if not the substance, of the 
rule as to the employment of three counsel. As laid 
down by Mellish, L.J., in Pearce v. Lindsay (8 W. R. 
383, 1 D. G. F. & J. 573), the rule was that, “ before the 
costs of three counsel were allowed, it should in each case 
be shown clearly to have been essentially necessary for 
the purpose of doing justice between the parties at the 
hearing of the cause that three counsel should be em- 
ployed.” In the case of In re Lafitte & Co. (24 W. R. 
7), the taxing master stated the rule thus, and the state- 
ment was indorsed by Vice-Chancellor Bacon :—‘ There 





—<—<—— 
must not only be importance of value, but also an yp. 
usual quantity of evidence, and an unusual call upon the 
time of the counsel from the length of the hearing» 
The rule enunciated by Mr. Justice Fry is that the Costs: 
of three counsel should be allowed “ whenever a reason. 
able man, acting with reasonable prudence, would not 
venture to go into court without three counsel.” Wo 
confess we do not think this criterion either necessary or 
useful. It merely leads to the further inquiry, What 
circumstances ought to influence the “reasonable 
acting with ordinary prudence,” in his resolve not to go 
into court without three counsel? and then we have tp, 
resort to the rule in Jn re Lajitte. 
























We rvustisx in another column an order of transfer of | 
twenty-five causes from the list of the Master of the Rolly | 
to that of Vice-Chancellor Bacon. None of the cansey 
transferred will be heard before July 2, except by the | 
written consent of all parties. 



















Tue caszE or Martin v. Mackonochie, which, as we 
announced last week, was specially fixed for Monday 
last, was, after the date of our publication, postponed 
till Thursday for the convenience of learned counsel, 
who had engagements elsewhere on Monday. 
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Henri de Tourville who was convicted by an Austrim 
tribunal and sentenced to death for wife murder, and whow | 
sentence was afterwards commuted to one of twenty yean’ 
penal servitude, has been disbarred, and his name remoted 
from the list of members of the Honourable Society of th 
Middle Temple. 


On June 18, the Lord Ordinary ted the Duke of 
Sutherland authority to disentail the Sutherland estate, mé 
to acquire it in fee-simple ; and tbe like authority to th 
Duchess of Sutherland in regard to the estate of Cromarix 
The consent of the Marquis of Stafford and of Viscous 
Tarbat, the next heirs to the two estates, was given to 
petitions, 

The principal registry of the Province of Canterbury 
Vicar-General’s Office 1 for marriage licences has been fe 
moved from Bell-yard, Doctor’s-commons, to No. 5, Deas 
court, formerly the private residence of the late Sir Herb 
Jenner-Fust. This house stands inside the well-knows 
archway in St. Paul’s-churchyard, immediately opposite the 
Deanery. The Bishop of London’s Registry for marriage 
licences was removed from Godliman-street into the samt 
honse on the 25th of March last. 


Before dinner at Gray’s Inn on Grand Day, the treasurer 
announced the names of the students entitled to receiv 
certificates of merit—viz., Mr. Stuart Macaskie, the certifi 
cate of the Council of Legal Education that he had passed 
an examination with honour in this Trinity Term, and the 
certificate of the council awarding him the Law Scholarship, 
founded under the will of Mrs. Jane Barstow, deceased; 
Mr. R. Weir-Brown, as first in the examination in “The Hit 
tory of England, political and constitutional,” the certificate 
of the society awarding him their “Bacon Scholarship” of 
£45 per annum tenable for two years; Mr. T. 
White, as second in the examination, the certificate of the 
society awarding him their “Holt Scholarship ” of £40 pet 
annum, tenable for two years; and Mr. Arthur Henry Bates 
for the best essay on the laws of England and France as to 
liabilities of carriers of passengers and goods, res 
showing in what respects the twocountries differ; and a 
cate from the society awarding him the “ Lee Prize” of £2, 
an exhibition founded by the late Dr. John Lee, Q.C., lates 
master of the bench of the society, as a prize for an essay ¢ 
the laws of Justinian or on the common or statute law 
our country. The treasurer announced the subject for at 
next Lee prize essay to be:—‘The law relating to sales 
land and goods respectively, distinguishing and disc 
the ra regard to the contract, titte and other wise 

i to o 
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THE NEW CRIMINAL CODE. 
I, 


‘A -canzrun examination of the Attorney-General’s 


Criminal Code, now before the House of Commons, shows 
that it will, when passed, not only consolidate but effect 
important amendments in the criminal law. We propose, 
in the first place, briefly to review, not critically, but 
merely by way of explanation, some of the more general 
principles laid down in the code. 

The first section to be noticed is the 3rd, which deals 
with the application of the Act, and extends its operation 
(1) “to all acts done by any person in England, or upon 
orin any part of the sea contained within the body of any 
English county, or upon or in any part of the sea adja- 
cent to the coast of England, and within one marine 
league of any part of the coast of England measured 
from low-water mark, or deemed by international law to 
be within the territorial sovereignty of her Majesty by 
reason of its adjacency to the said coast.” This provi- 
sion settles the question of the limit of extra-territorial 
jurisdiction which was raised in the Franconia case, in 
the same manner as the Territorial Jurisdiction Bill, 
now pending before the House of Commons. The Code is 
further to include (2) offences on board of British ships 
on the sea, “or in any place in which the admiral has 
jurisdiction,” or done on the sea by a person who was in 
or upon a ship immediately before doing the act; (3) 
acts done on land out of her Majesty’s dominions in a 
country or place where, and by a person over whom, her 
Majesty has jurisdiction, and where or in regard to whom 
she has directed the criminal law of England to be in force 
(subject to previous direction by an Order in Council) ; 

and (4) offences tried in her Majesty’s Indian or colonial 
possessions not under the local law, but under the law of 
England (subject to a previous proclamation by the 
Governor-General in Council, or the Governor or Lieu- 
tenant-General). Parts of the Act made applicable to 
acts done by her Majesty’s natural born or naturalized 
subjects on land out of England are only to be applicable 


. when the trial takes place in England. 


‘The 4th section deals with the question of venue. 
First, “ every offence which consists in displaying an 
intention by an overt act is committed at every place in 
which any overt act is done by which any such intention 
is displayed.” Secondly, the case of conspiracy is pro- 
vided for in precisely the same way, being taken to be 
committed wherever an overt act is done in furtherance 
of the common unlawful purpose, as well as where 
the agreement was made. Thirdly, murder or man- 
slaughter, or any other offence which consists in the 
infliction of bodily injury, is committed both where the 
act or omission occurred and also where the consequence 
followed. This in effect re-enacts the rule laid down by 
the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 100, s. 10. Fourthly, as to cases of 
unlawfully taking or obtaining property, or knowingly 
teceiving it when so taken or obtained, and of forging or 
using a forged document, the offence is committed as 
long as the property is in the offender’s possession and 
control, even if the original offence was committed out 
of the Queen’s dominions. This is an extension of the 
Tule established by the 24 & 25 Vict. c. 96, s. 114. 

Passing over chapter 2, which deals with the question 
of Punishments,” we come to chapter 3 and its provi- 
sions with respect. to “ Matters of Excuse,” which by 


» Section 17 are to extend to all offences, whether at 


common law or by statute. The next two sections em- 

ly the common law as to offences by children, namely, 
that no act by a child under seven years of age is an 
offence, while, between the ages of seven and fourteen the 
Presumption of incapacity to commit crimes may be re- 
butted by affirmative proof of “ sufficient capacity to know 
Section 20 provides 


Classes of mental aberration, provides three tests, 


and proof of the existence of any one of the following con- 
ditions when the act was done will prevent it ay 





an offence:—(1) The doer being prevented by mental 
disease or defective mental power from knowing the 
nature of the act; (2) his being similarly prevented 
from knowing it to be forbidden by law or morally 
wrong, and (3) the fact that by any similar cause he 
was at the time of doing the act in such a state that he 
would not have been prevented from doing it by the 
knowledge that if he did it the greatest punishment 
permitted by law for the offence would be inflicted upon 
him (such state of mind not having been produced by 
his own default). Further, the existence of mental: 
disease, or deficiency of mental power, will not be 
a defence if it does not in fact produce either 
of the effects above named. By section 21 “ disease- 
affecting the mind” is to include involuntary but not 
voluntary drunkenness; and drunkenness is an element 
which may be taken into account in deciding the exis- 
tence of a criminal intention where existence of a specific 
intention is essential to the commission of the offence. 
The excuse of “ compulsion” is fully defined by section. 
22. A person who is only a party to an offence through: 
being present, and aiding and abetting in its commission, 
is not guilty “if the offence is committed by open force 
by more than one other person beside himself, and if 
during the whole of the time in which he is so present 
at and aiding and abetting therein, he is compelled to -be 
present at, and to aid and abet the commission of the 
offence by threats on the part of the offenders ” instantly: 
to kill him or do him grievous bodily harm if he refuses: 
so to do, and if within a reasonable time after such ‘* com- 
pulsion ” he gives information of the offence to a justice 
of the peace or peace officer. Under any other circum- 
stances compulsion will only be a defence to the 
extent of mitigating the punishment. The pre- 
sumption that a wife committing an offence in her 
husband’s presence is acting under his coercion is 
abolished, and married women are puton the same foot- 
ing as other persons in this respect. Here the code 
diverges from the description given in Sir J. F. Stephen’s 
“Digest of the Criminal Law,” which recognizes (without 
attempting a strict definition of its limits) the presump- 
tion that a wife is under her husband’s coercion, 
and (article 31) states that “an act which, if done 
willingly would make a person a principal in the second 
degree, or an sider and abettor in a crime, may be 
innocent if the crime is committed by a number of 
offenders, and if the fact is done only because during the 
whole of the time in which it is being done the person who 
does it is compelled to do it by threats on the part of the 
offenders instantly to kill him or do him grievous bodily 
harm if he refuses,” the definition in the code, though 
longer, being simpler and clearer than that in the digest. 
A threat to kill appears to have been accepted as an ex- 
cuse ever since R. v. MacGrowther (18 St. Tri. 391) ; 
but, as regards a threat of personal injury, 2. v. Crubzhley 
(5 C. & P. 133) appears to be the only authority. The 
effect of that case is stated in an “illustration” given in 
the digest: a person who was “ forced” by a mob em- 
ployed in breaking thrashing machines to give each 
machine a blow with a sledge-hammer was held not to 
have committed a crime, but nothing is said in the re- 
port as to the nature of the force used. 

Section 23. prevents any act (or omission of legal 
duty) from being an offence “ which is done only im 
order to avoid consequences which could not otherwise- 
be avoided, and which, if they had followed, would have- 
inflicted upon the person doing the act, or upon others: 
whom he was bound to protect, inevitable and‘irrepar— 
able evil,” provided that no more than a reasonably 
necessary amount of injury be done, and that the evit to 
be inflicted be not intended or likely to be dispropor-. 
tionate to the evil to be avoided. This introduces the 

rinciple laid down by Lord Mansfield in 2. v. Stratton, 
21 Sta. Tr. 1045). 

The second part. of the section protects a person 
who is unavoidably so situated that he cannot avoid 
an act which does harm without doing some act equally 
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“ikely to cause harm to some person other than himself, 
-one act being done solely with a view to avoid the other; 


“and its intreduction may be explained by the following 


“illustration ” in the digest ;—* A. and B., swimming in 
the sea after a shipwreck, get hold of a plank not large 
enough to support both. A. pushes off B., who is 
drowned. This is not a crime.” 

Section 24 enunciates the principle that ignorantia legis 


- meminem excusat, though legal knowledge or ignorance is 


made rélevant to the question of the existence of a crim- 
inalintention or state of mind. Section 25 deals some- 
what fully with the defence of “ignorance of fact,” an 
alleged offender being placed in the same position as if 
he had acted under the state of facts which he, in good 
faith and on reasonable grounds, believed to exist when 
he did the act ; except in cases where an act, immoral in 
itself, is punishable only under certain circumstances in- 
dependent of its immoral character, or where an illegal 
act is punishable more severely under circumstances in- 
dependent of its illegality, unless the offence be so de- 
fined as to express a contrary intention. It is noticeable 
that this section does not contain the proviso named in 
the digest (art. 34) ‘that voluntary or negligent 
ignorance of any such fact is no excuse for any such 
offence,’ a statement which had probably been made 
with reference to the decision in R. v. Prince (24 W. R. 
“76, L. R. 2 C. C. R. 154), where it was held that a man 


-- abducting a girl under fifteen years of age, believing in 


good faith and on reasonable grounds that she was 
-eighteen, but not having made any inquiry on the sub- 
ject, had committed an offence under the 24 & 25 Vict. 
re. 100, 8.55. 

Section 26 incorporates the rule de minimis non 
curat dex, nothing being deemed an offence which 
appears to the court of too little importance to be so 
treated ; but it also gives a very wise discretionary power 
to magistrates, for it adds, ‘or if the justice before 
whom the case is brought for inquiry is of opinion that 
Ahere are circumstances in the case which render it in- 
expedient to inflict any punishment.” ‘The provision is 
no doubt introduced to meet certain exceptional cases of 
juvenile offenders, attempted suicides, &c., but it appears 
to place a somewhat novel power in the hands of 
magistrates. By section 27 the onus of proving any 

matter of excuse (including insanity) is on the accused, 

We propose to notice at greater length the manner in 
«which particular offences are defined in the code. 





Recent Becisians. 
BILLS OF COSTS RELATING TO THE 
SAME MATTER. 


(In re Hall and Barker, M.R., 26 W. R. 501.) 


In Re Cartwright (21 W. R. 861, L. R. 16 Eq. 469), 
it was contended, on the strength of Whitehead v. Lord 
(7 Ex. 691), and Stokes v. Trumper (3 W. R. 503, 2 
K. & J. 232), that, whenever any business is under- 
taken and conducted throughout by a solicitor, although 
signed bills may be from time to time delivered 
yet the whole series of bills constitutes one bill, 
which is to be considered, for the purpose of taxation, 
as having been delivered at the time of delivery of the 
last bill. But Lord Selborne declined to sanction this 
rule, and said that the question should be reserved for 
future consideration, In the present case it came up 
divectly for decision. A firm of solicitors were employed 
by the trustee of a bankrupt’s estate as solicitors in the 
bankruptcy. The effects of the bankrupt were taken 
over by Sands, one of the creditors, under an agreement 
to pay a sum to the trustee and the costs of the solicitors. 
The solicitors were afterwards employed by Sands in 
various matters arising out of the bankruptcy. They 
elivered their first bill to Sands on the 8th of Sep- 

«tember, 1876, with a letter stating that there had been 








further items .since then, and that before the matter 
was finally closed there would be something more to do, 
A sale of part of the bankrupt’s estate was then 
pending, and the solicitors deducted the amount. of 
the bill out of the purchase-money. On ‘the 16th 
of July, 1877, they delivered a further bill, ang 
on the 11th of July, 1878, a summons to tax both bills 
was tuken out. The decision of the Master of the Rolls 
that the two bills could not be treated as so connected 
together as to form one bill; and that only the 
therefore, could be referred for taxation, is important ag 
confining the rule laid down in the older cases to common 
law actions, in which the proceedings are short and are 
ended by the trial; it would, the learned judge thought, 
** be an improper extension of the doctrine altogether” 
to extend it to a series of separate services, even though 
they nominally related to the same matter. 


—_— 


Rebiews. 


INTERNATIONAL LAW. 


Exements or Internationa, Law. By Henry Wuzatoy, 
LL.D. English Edition by A. C, Boxp, Barrister-at- 
Law. London: Stevens & Sons. 


It appears from Mr. Boyd’s preface that six English, 
two French, and one Chinese editions of this well-known 
work have been published from time to time. Of the 
English editions, all but the first, which appeared 
simultaneously in Philadelphia and in London, wer 
publishedin America. The work was originally published 
in 1836, and the latest edition in any language wa 
published in 1866, and the work has been long out of 
print. ‘Since the appearance of the last edition, events 
have produced extensive modifications in international 
law, and, while a new edition became desirable, the task 
of the editor was rendered a heavy and responsible one, 
How far, then, has Mr. Boyd succeeded? In one respect 
we think he has done well. He leaves the text standing, 
and intersperses his notes throughout the text ins 
different type. In most cases we think an editor of 4 
law book should handle his text without any respect a 
all, and if he has the misfortune to think differently from 
his author should do so boldly, and tell his readers why 
he has done so (if necessary) in a foot-note. Buts 
treatise on international law forms an exception to the 
rule, as its value depends in a peculiar manner upon the 
reputation of the author. In another respect Mr. Boyd 
has also done well. He has added a new appendix, con- 
taining the English and American statute law of naturalie 
zation, extradition, and foreign enlistment; the English 
Naval Prize Act, the Treaty of Washington, and extracts 
from the most important treaties relating to the Black 
Sea, the Dardanelles and Bosphorus, and Turkish affairs. 
The editor’s notes show industry and care, but are not 
otherwise remarkable, and are generally rather deficient 
in grasp and original suggestions. The case of The 
Huasear, however, and the question of the confiscation 
of public and private debts are treated with clearness 
and intelligence. 








PROBATES. 

Tue Common Form Practice in tHe Hien Count oF 
JusTICR IN GRANTING PRoBATES AND ADMINISTRATIONS 
By Henry Caries Coors, F'8.A., late Proctor ia 
Doctors’-Commons. Eighth Edition, Butterworths. 
This edition follows rather rapidly on the heels of the 

last. The seventh edition was published little more than 

two years ago, and although no. changes of any 


moment have since occurred in the branch of the law # 


which the work relates, a new edition has become neces- 
sary. The explanation is, no doubt, to be found in the 
constant recurrence of questions on the subject 
which the book relates, and the reputation to Ww 
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it Has “attainéd. “In the present edition the statutes 
relating "to the ‘subject passed since the last edition, 
‘such ‘as the Industrial and Provident Societies Act, 
are duly ‘noticed. The Intestates’ Widows and 
Children Amendment Act (38 & 39 Viet. c. 27) is now 
printed in the appendix, and the recent cases appear 
to be noticed in their proper places, but not always with 
ufficient fullness. For instance, on p. 116, this 
is*the account given of the case of In the Goods of 
Farrand (24 W. R. 1018, L. R. 1 P. & D. 439). “In 
Farrand a principal creditor, having the consent of the 
other creditors, was, in the case of an insolvent estate, 
preferred to the next of kin.” Now, in Farrand’s case 
the judge rested his decision, passing over the next of 
‘kin in favour of the nominee of the creditors, on the 
“special circumstances” of the nature of the business 
carried on by the deceased ; the personal unfitness of the 
next of kin, and the fitness of the creditors’ nominee, by 
hhis experience, to obtain a favourable realization of the 
property. 


Geneval Correspondence. 


NOVEL ADVERTISEMENTS. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 
8ir,—The following advertisements of recent date are 
“of so rare a kind that you may deem them worth re- 
‘production in your columns :— 

“A young baronet of ancient lineage seeks the support 
of a person of influence to enable him to recover landed 
estates in England to the value of half a million sterling, 
of which he has been deprived by an inequitable arrange- 
*ment.—Address, Sir X ——.” 

** Fortune.—To gentlemen having command of £2,000. 
Solicitors and barristers with means and ability pre- 
wpared to take up the case of a private gentleman. 





- "Success certain, if pushed with energy. Large costs and 


“bonus guaranteed.—Address, W. C. G. ——. 
Epwarp Preston. 





The Dublin correspondent of the Times says that the new 

_judicature system is working smooth'y in Ireland. At first 
‘solicitors were cautious in instituting proceedings, and 
waited to s‘e the practice defined and settled, so that the 
‘immediate result of the Act was a falling off in the amount 
@f business. The process of assimilation between the 
‘tribunals of the two countries, however, has now become 
‘more perfect and better understood, so that practitioners 
‘discharge their duties with greater confidence, and during 
the present term there has been a considerable influx of 
‘“Spusiness, and the prospects for the bar at the coming assizes 
“are brighter. 


One of our contributing editors, says the Central Law 
Journal, writes :—It is certainly a pity that our legal quill- 
-dtivers cannot learn to stick to their texts, when by Seite 
so they would avoid showing their weak points. I bad 
taken up a postal card to order a book on the subject of the 
pert property of married women, when my eye fell upon 

e@ preface which is sent out as an advertisement of the 
work, in which I found twenty-one lines from Tennyson; a 
‘eulogy on “The Celebrated Mrs. Gaines,” videlicet, Myra 
Clark, I suppose; the opinion held by the author concerning 
Holy Writ ; some references to the customs of the East, 
which, by the way, are grossly misrepresented ; the notion 
of the author as to the cause of the amelioration of the con- 
dition of women, which, even so great a dogmatist as Guizot 
could have told the writer was a mistake; the judgment of 
‘the author upon the marital relation, and a curse on all 

rce lawyers ; winding up with a request to “all true 
_ Men and all true patriots’ to “ engrave” the aforesaid lines 
_ of Tennyson on their hearts, I suppose that by this recom- 
_ Mendation to *‘ engrave,” the author means to advise us to get 
_ Dy heart. Getting twenty-one lines of poetry by heart may be 
. B Very good exercise, but it is not every body that wishes to 
og ‘a law book in that way. As I am not nowin the 
“engraving business, I concluded not to buy a book which 
Miteded to be read after a certain preparation of the mind, 
Which T should probably not make. 





Cases of the Week. 


Destor’s SumMons—SusstirutED Szervice—Deptor 
Kgepine our THE WAY To AvorD SeRvICE—JURISDICTION 
or County CourtT—Banxrvuprcy Ruoes, 1870, xr. 61.— 
In a case of Ex parte The North Kent Bank, heard by the 
Court of Appeal on the 20th inst., aquestion arose as to the 
jurisdiction of a county court to order substituted service of 
a debtor's summons. The debtor was the manager of a 
bank. He embezzled money of the bank and absconded, 
and a warrant was issued for his arrest, but he could not 
be found. The bank‘afterwards issued a debtor’s sutimons 
against him for the sum which he had embezzled, issuing the 
summons out of the county court within the district of 
which he had resided. Personal service of the summons 
could not be effected, and application was made to the 
county court for an order for substituted ‘service. The 
registrar was of opinion that the debtor was keeping out of 
the way, not to avoid service of the summons, but to avoid 
being arrested, and on this ground refused the ‘application. 
The Chief Judge affirmed this decision (26 W. R. 637), but 
on the ground that the county court had no jurisdiction, it 
not being shown that the debtor was resident within its 
district. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
L.JJ.) were of opinion that, as the debtor was keeping out 
of the way, it was immaterial whether his motive ‘was to 
avoid being arrested or to avoid service of the summons ; 
and that, as rule 61 contemplated substituted service being 
made at the debtor's last known place of residence, it must 
have been intended that the county court, in the district 
of which that last known place of residence was ‘situated, 
should have jurisdiction in the matter. As Mellish, L.J., 
said in Ez parte Williams (21 W. R. 451, L. R. 8 Ch. 690) 
‘@ man cannot avoid the process of bankruptcy by residing 
nowhere. The court accordingly made the order for sub- 
stituted service. 


LedstuoLD Property oF BANKRuPT—ActTUAL Possks- 
SION TAKEN BY TRUSTEE—OmiIssION To DiscLaIM—PERsONAL 
Lrapimuty oF TrustEE FoR Rent—JURIsDICTION oF BaNxK- 
Rnuptcy Court—Banxkruprtcy Act, 1869, ss. 20, 23, 24, 
85, 72.—In another case of Ex parte Dressler, heard the 
same day, a question arose as to the personal liability of the 
trustee of a liquidating debtor for the rent of property 
occupied by the debtor under a lease. The trustee was 
appointed on the 6th of March, and he took actual posses- 
sion of a shop which the deb'or occupied under a lease, and 
sold his effects by auction. The effects were removed before 
the 25th of March, and there was nothing left for the land- 
lord to distrain upon for the rent which became due on that 
day. The landlord wrote to the trustee’s solicitor, claiming 
payment of the quarter’s rent, and asking whether the 
trustee intended to retain possession of the premises. In 
answer to this, the trustee on the 13th of April sent the key 
of the premises to the landlord, which the landlord accepted, 
but did not execute any disclaimer of the lease in writing. 
The quarter’s rent not having been paid, the landlord com- 
menced an action against the trustee for it in the Exchequer 
Division. The trustee applied to the Bankruptey Court to 
restrain the proceedings in this action. When this motion 
came on for hearing the landlord expressed his willingness 
to have the question in the action determined by the Bank- 
ruptcy Court, and an order was made by consent, restraining 
the proceedings in the action, with liberty to the parties to 
apvly as they might be advised to the Bankruptey Court. 

e landlord then applied for an order that the trustee 
personally should pay the quarter’s rent. The registrar 
held that the trustee was not personally liable, and refused 
the application. On the opening of the appeal, the court 
(James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) doubted whether they had 
any jurisdiction to entertain it, inasmuch as no question 
of the administration of the debtor’s estate was involved, 
but, the parties renewing their submission to the jurisdic- 
tion, the hearing of the appeal proceeded. And the court 
held that the liability of a trustee in bankruptcy, in respect 
of leasehold property of the bankrupt of which he takes 
actual possession, rem:ins as it was under the old law before 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, unless the trustee follows the 
course pointed out by section 23, and executes a disclaimer 
of the lease in writing. If he does that, the lease is to be 
deemed to have been surrendered as from the date of the 
order of adjudication, and the trustee escapes liability, even 
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though he has been in actual possession of the demised 
property. But, if he does not adopt that course, then, if 
he has taken actual possession of the property, he is panentty 
liable, by reason of his privity of estate, for the rent whic 
accrues due after he takes possession, and will continue 
liable until the expiration of the lease, unless he assigns 
it, or is released by the landlord. The giving up of the 
key of a house, if accepted by the landlord, operates as a 
surrender of the lease in law, but only as from the date of 
its being given up. And so the court in Ex parte Dressler 
made a personal order upon the trustee for payment of 
the quarter’s rent, observing that the trustee was entitled to 
an indemnity out of the debtor’s assets, if there were any, 
and that he might have protected himself by reserving out 
of the assets a sum sufficient to pay the rent. It was urged 
that, inasmuch as section 35 of the Act provides that, when 
an order of adjudication is made at any time other than one 
of the periods when rent falls due, the person entitled to 
such rent may prove for a proportionate part thereof up to 
the day of adjudication, as if the rent grew due from day to 
day, the landlord could prove in the liquidation for the pro- 
portion of the quarter’s rent up to the 6th of March, and 
that therefore the trustee could only be liable for the pro- 
portionate part from the 6th to the 25th of March. But the 
court said that the effect of section 35 is only to give the 
landlord a right of proof which he would not otherwise have 
had, and that it has no operation upon the liability of the 
trustee. 


Liquipation ResoLuTions—ReEGisTRATION—Bona Fines 
or Majority or Creprrors—EXaMINATION OF DEBTOR AT 
First Meetinc—Power oF MEETING To PREVENT THE 
Poutrine OF ImpRoPER on IMMATERIAL QuESTIONS—SMALL 
Amount or Assets—CLarMs DgpenDING on LiTIGaTION— 
ULrra vires Resotution—DiscHakGE GIVEN To DesTor 
At Discretion or Trustez—Bankruptcy Act, 1869, 
s. 125——-Banxkrurtcy Rouies, 1870, k. 301—In a case of 
Ex parte Hope, heard by the Court of Appeal on the 21st 
inst., a question arose whether certain resoiutions, passed by 
the majority of the creditors of a debtor who had filed 
@ liquidation petition, had been passed bond fide in the 
interest of the creditors, and whether therefore they ought 
to be registered. The debtor’s statement of affairs, pro- 
duced at the first meeting of creditors, showed that his debts 
amounted to nearly £44,000, and that he had assets which 
he valued at £120, but in addition to this he stated that he 
had claims in two actions which he had instituted in the 
Chancery Division. He stated the titles of the actions, and 
shortly the nature of the claims, but he did not set any 
specified value upon them, except that as to one of them he 
said, “I cannot estimate the money value of this claim, 
but there should be no difficulty in obtaining a very large 
sum,” and as to the other, he said that it was a claim for a 
considerable sum. At the first meeting of the creditors, 
the debtor was examined with reference to one of these 
claims by the solicitor and proxy of a company, who were 
creditors for about £60. The company had been made 
defendants to the action in respect of that claim, but had 
demurred. Their demurrer had been allowed with costs, 
and the £60 was the amount of their costs, Ultimately 
the debtor, by the advice of his solicitor, refused to answer 
any more questions on the subject, and the meeting resolved 
that no more questions ought to be put. A creditor named 
Strousberg, who was present, stated to the meeting that he 
would, for the benefit of the creditors, prosecute the claims 
in the two actions at his own risk. e creditors then, b 
the proper statutory majority, resolved (1) that the debtor's 
affairs should be liquidated by arrangement; (2) that 
Strousberg should be appointed trustee, without a com. 
mittee of inspection; (3) that the debtor’s discharge shoul d 
be granted when the trustee should certify his consent 
thereto in writing ; (4) that, having regard to the fact that 
matters forming the subject of the questions of the com- 
pany’s solicitor were sub judice, the debtor was perfectly 
justified in refusing to answer such questions. The 
registration of these resolutions was opposed by two 
creditors, one of whom was the company. The ordinary 
affidavit as to the value of the debtor's assets, made es the 
purposes of stamp duty) by a clerk to the debtor’s solicitors, 
stated that, to the best of the knowledge, information, 
and belief of the deponent, the amount of the assets did not 
exceed £200, The judge of the county court ordered that 
the resolutions should be registered, ‘The Chief Judge held 
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that they ought not to be registered, and adjudicated the 
debtor a bankrupt. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, 
and Cotton, L.JJ.) reversed the decision of the Chief Judge, 
and restored that of the county court judge, except ag 
regarded the 8rd resolution, which enabled the trustee to 
fix the time of the debtor's discharge. pr held'that that 
resolution was witra vires, and that the creditors could not 
delegate the power given to them by section 125 of granting 
the debtor's discharge by special resolution in general meet. 
ing. But James and Brett, L.JJ., were of opinion that 
the fact that that resolution hed been passed was not of 
itself sufficient evidence that the majority of the creditors 
in passing the resolutions had acted otherwise than bond fide, 
or that they were acting solely in the interest of the 
debtor. They thought that there was no other evidence of 
mala fides. They were of opinion (and in this Cotton, LJ, 
agreed with them) that “a debtor is not bound to answer 
every question put to him by any of his creditors, but that 
he is only bound to answer proper and material questions, 
and they held that the meeting has a power of stopping the 
putting of improper and immaterial questions. This power 
must, of course, be exercised honestly, and its exercise 
could be reviewed by the registrar and by the court. In. 
deed, James, L.J., said that he thought that, as rule 30} 
says that the passing of a special resolution (in the case of 
liquidation by arrangement) shall be deemed and taken ag 
conclusive evidence that the debtor has complied with the 
provisions of the statute with regard to the statement of 
his affairs, the creditors, provided they acted honestly, 
were made the judges whether the debtor had given sufii- 
cient information about his affairs. This, indeed, would 
seem to follow, from the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Ex parte Walter (24 W. R. 834, L. R. 2 Ch. D. 326), coupled 
with the recent decision in Ez parte Aaronson (26 W. BR 
470, L. B.7 Ch. D. 713, ante, p. 371), that the answers 
given by a debtor to questions put to him at the meeting 
are to be taken as part of his statement of affairs. In 
Ex parte Hope, James and Brett, L.JJ., were of opinion, 
on the facts, that the object of the examination was, not to 
obtain furtaer information for the benefit of the creditors, 
but that it was being carried on in the interest of the de- 
fendants to one of the actions in which the claims referred to 
were made, and to enable those defendants to obtain admis 
sions from the debtor in aid of their defence, and that therefore 
the meeting had properly stopped the examination. And James 
and Brett, L.JJ., held that the principle laid down in 
parte Aaronson and other cases, that, where a debtor bas 
practically no assets, liquidation resolutions cannot 
passed bond fide in the interest of the creditors, did not 
apply, because there was nothing to show that the claims 
in the two actions were unsubstantial. The burden of show- 
ing this lay on those who impeached the resolutions, and 
they had failed to discharge it. There was no reason why, 
if a debtor’s assets consisted of bond fide claims, depending 
on the result of litigation, valid resolutions for liquidation 
of his affairs by arrangementshould not be passed. Cotton, 
L.J., said that he was not prepared to assent to the con- 
clusion of the majority of the court, though he did nob 
express an actual dissent from it. He did not differ from 
them on any matter of principle, but, looking at the s 
amount of the information which the creditors possessed as to 
the value of the claims raised in the two actions, and to 
the fact that the power of discharging the debtor was 
delegated to the trustee, he doubted whether the resolutions 
could have been passed bona fide in the interest of 
reg and not for the mere purpose of benefiting the 
debtor. 


Practice—Setrixe pown ApPEAL—INFORMAL Motion OF 
ArpeaL.—In a case of In re the West Jewell Tin Mining 
Company application was made to the Court of Appeal, om 
the 24th inst., for an extension of the time for appealing 
from an order made in the winding up of the company om 

be 29th of May last. On the 15th of June the appellant 
gave the following notice to the official liquidator of the 
company :—‘‘ Take notice that it is the intention of John 
Little to prosecute an appeal to the Court of Appeal from 
the whole of the order made in this matter by the Vice- 
Warden on the 29th of May, 1878, otal’ ty the said Joba 
Little was ordered to pay to the official liquidator of the 
company the sum of £750.” No other notice of 7 
was given within the twenty-one days limited by rales 
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and 15 of order 58. The appellant, on the 21st of June, 
gave notice of motion in the Court of Appeal for leave to 

e & notice of appeal from tlie order of the 29th of May, 
or that he might be at liberty to an.end the notice of appeal 
already given, and to set the same down to be heard. The 
aourt (James, Brett, and Cotton, L.JJ.) held that, though 
the notice of the 15th of June was irregular in form, it was 
guficient in substance, and they directed the registrar to 
get down the appeal. 


AprzAL—MarrRIED Woman—NeExt Frienp—SercuritTy 
gor Costs—OrpD. 16, n. 8.—On the 25th inst., in a case of 
In re Besant, application was made by a married woman 
that she might be allowed to appeal from an order of the 
Master of the Rolls without a next friend. The order was 
made on the petition of the husband, and an infant child of 
the marriage, by ber father as her next friend, for the 
delivery of the child by the wife to the custody of the 
husband. The Court of Appeal (James, Brett, and Cotton, 
LJJ.), allowed the applicant to appeal without a next 
friend upon the terms of her depositing £20 as security for 
the costs of the appeal. 


Bankruptcy APPpEAL—SEcuRITY FOR Costs—ENLARGING 
Amount or Deposir—Banxruprcy Russ, 1870, x. 145— 
Oa. 58, rR. 9, 15—Jupicaturs Act, 1875, ss. 9, 16, 18.— 
In a case of In re Baum, on the 26th inst., application was 
made to the Court of Appeal by the respondent to a bank- 
‘ruptcy appeal of which notice had been given by the 
trustee, to increase the amount of the deposit of £20 which 
had been made, under rule 145 of the Bankruptcy Rules, 
1870, on setting down the appeal. In support of the 
application evidence was given that the costs of the hear- 
‘ing in the court below had been very heavy; that there 
‘were no assets out of which they could be paid ; and that 
the trustee had no means of his own. It was alleged that 
‘the costs of the appeal would probably amount to £100, 
and it was asked that the deposit should be increased 
to £100. In opposition to the application it was 
contended that the amount of the deposit on bank- 
tuptoy appeals is regulated entirely by the Bankruptcy 
Rales, role 145 of which provides that the sum to be 
‘deposited shall not exceed £40, and shall, in the absence 
of any direction by the court, be $20. And it was urged, 
on the authority of Ex parte Lovering (L. R. 15 Eq. 291), 
that the application was too late, the ordinary deposit of 
£20 having been already made. The court (Jessel, M.R. 
and Brett and Cotton, L.JJ.), held, as was held in Ex parte 
Viney (25 W. R. 864, L. RB. 4 Ch. D. 794, 21 Sonrcrrors’ 
JovRNAL, 338), with reference to the time for appealing, 
the provisions of the Judicature Rales override those 
of the: Baskruptey Rules so far as regards appeals to the 
Court of Appeal. The Bankruptey Rules, of course, still 
¢egulate the procedure on appeals from county courts to 
the Chief Judge, but they do not in any way affect the 
powers given by the Judicature Rules to the Court of 
Appeal in relation to all appeals to that court. The court, 
had, therefore, power, under rale 15 of order 58, to order 
security for the costs of the appeal to be given, and their 
lordships ordered that the amount of the deposit should be 
dnoreased to £70. 


—et 


Company — Prospectus — MIsREPRESENTATION — Lia- 
BILITY oF DirecTors FoR STATEMENTS IN PROSPECTUS 
ISSUED BY THEIR AGENTS.—In a case of Mirehouse 
v. Barnett, before the Master of the Rolls on the 24th inst., 
the question was raised whether directors were liable for 
‘ome misrepresentations contained in a prospectus, on the 
faith of which the plaintiff had applied for debentures in 

company, and which had been issued by some accountants 
in consequence of a resolution of the board. The findings 
of the jury in a previous case of Weir v. Barnett were 
admitted to be correct as to the misrepresentation, and the 
contention of the two remaining defendants was that they 
‘were not Bp to the issueof the prospectus, and were not 
itidividually aware of the misstatements it contained. Some 
f the prospectuses had been proved to be lying about in 
the company’s offices during board meetings at which the 
two defendants had been present, and they had been both 
Proved to be at a board meeting at which it was resolved to 
allot the debentures to the plaintiff who had applied for 





them “on the terms of the prospectus.” Both defendants 
swore they did not recollect having ever seen the prospectus, 
though one admitted that he had seen an abridged 
form in the Standard newspaper. The Master of the Rolls 
was of opinion that the plaintiff had proved quite enough 
when he proved the allotment in the terms of the prospectus. 
The defendants could not deny the knowledge of the 
terms of such a contract, and it was just like a vencor of an 
estate who entered into a contract for the sale of it on 
certain terms contained in a letter written by someone else 
and then denied all knowledge of the terms of the letter. 
At all events, if a man were allowed to deny the terms 
of such a contract, that denial must be clear and explicit, 
and that of the defendants in the case was to his mind by 
no means sufficiently satisfactory. 


me 


PRACTICE—ADMIsstONS—T0 BE MENTIONED IN THE ORDERS 
THEMSELVES.—During the case of Mirehouse v. Barnett, 
the Master cf the Rolls announced that, as in two pre- 
vious cases before him admissions had been made by 
counsel before him which had not been adhered to by other 
counsel in the Appeal Court, he had, for the future, to pre- 
vent all misconception, decided to insert all admissions 
made befere him in the orders themselves when they were 
drawn up. 


— — 


PracticE—OrvDER OF Cross-EXAMINING DEFENDANTS.— 
In the above-mentioned case of Mirehouse v. Barnett, at the 
close of the examination of one of the defendants, the ques- 
tion arose as to who had the right to cross-examine first, 
whether the plaintiff or another defendant, and it was stated 
that the practice in the common law divisions would have 
been for the other defendant to have gone on first. The 
Master of the Rolls said that in the Chancery Division the 
practice always adopted had been for the plaintiff to cross- 
examine a defendant first of all, and then for the other de- 
fendants to do so according to their position in the plead- 


ings. 


Costs—TaxaTion—Party AND PARTY—THREE CouUNsEL 
—SnHortHanp Notes or Evipence—Specirat Direction 
oF JupGE aT Triat.—In a case of Kirkwood v. Webster, 
on the 24th inst., a motion was made to Fry, J., to 
review the taxation of the defendant’s costs. The 
trial took place in July, 1877, and occupied the 
part of six days. Various charges of fraud were made by 
the plaintiff against the defendant. Judgment was given 
for the defendant with costs. At the trial the plaintiff 
was represented by two counsel, and the defendant by three. 
Shorthand writers were employed to take notes of the oral 
evidence. The taxing master disallowed the costs of 
employing the defendant's third counsel, holding that the 
defendant’s vase did not come within the rule laid down by 
Lord Justice Turner in Pearce v. Linsday (1 De G. F. & J. 
573) that, ‘‘ before the costs of three counsel are allowed, it 
should in each case be shown clearly to have been essentially 
necessary, for the purpose of doing justice between the 
parties at the hearing of the cause, that three counsel 
should be employed.” Fry, J., said that this rule did not 
speak of a physical or mathematical necessity, but that 
it meant that the costs of three counsel should be allowed, 
wherever a reasonable man, acting with reasonable prudence, 
would not venture to go into court without three counsel. 
He differed from the taxing master, and thought that the 
present was a case of that kiad, and he accordingly directed 
that the costs of the third counsel should be allowed. The 


taxing master had also disallowed the costs of the copies 
of the notes of the evidence which were supplied each day 


during the trial to the defendant’s counsel. The taxing 
master said that he had no authority to allow in a taxation 
between party and party the costs of employing shorthand 
writers to take notes of the evidence on the trial, or of copies 
of the notes, unless specially directed by the judge. Fry, J., 
said that he could not differ from the taxing master as to 
this rule of practice. Such a special direction ought to be 
applied for at the time when judgment was given. This 
st] not been done in the present case, and therefore he 
should affirm the ruling of the taxing master. 


Exscvtorn—Revivor—Costs—Orp. 50, xk. 1, 2.—With 
reference to the case of Boynton v. Boynton (noted Soutcrrors’ 
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JouRNAL, June 22, ante, p. 662), we have been requested by 
the solicitors of one of the parties to state that the note was 
inaccurate in stating that the plaintiff’s costs had not been 
taxed before her death. The costs were taxed before her 
death, but they had not been paid when she died. 





Appoututments, Ete. 


Mr. Henry James Bunrorp Hancock, barrister, has 
been appointed Attorney-General of the Leeward Islands. 
Mr. Hancock is the son of Mr. Henry Hancock, F.R.C.S. 
He was educated at Eton, and was for several years an 
officer in the 45th Regiment.. He was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1866, and he formerly 

ractised on the Home Circuit and at the Sussex and 

righton Sessions. He was appointed a judge of the Dis- 
trict Court of Jamaica in May, 1876. 


Mr. Witt1am Gzeorert CampBELL, barrister, bas been ap- 
pointed an Honorary Commissioner in Lunacy. Mr. Camp- 
bell was called to the bar at the Middle Temple in Hilary 
Term, 1836, and was formerly a member of the Northern 
Circuit. He has been a commissioner in lunacy since 1845, 
and now retires on @ pension. 


Mr. WatTer REGINALD Crorton, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed an Inspector of Prisons for Ireland. Mr. Crofton 
is the son of the Right Hon. Sir Walter Frederick Crofton, 
C.B., late chairman of the Directors of the Board of Prisons 
in Ireland. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s-inn in 
May, 1876, and practises on the Western Circuit and 
Hampshire Sessions. 

Mr. Jonn Ness DransFiexp, solicitor (of the firm of 
Dransfield & Son), of Penistone, has been appointed a 
Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Acknowledgments 
of Deeds by Married Women for the West Riding of York- 
shire. 

Mr. Wirtram Martin Fiece, solicitor, of 11, Hill’s- 
place, Oxford-street, has been appointed a Commissioner to 
administer Oaths in the Supreme Court of Judicature in 
England 

Mr. Witi1am Epwarp Frere, barrister, has been ap- 
pointed a Commissioner of Lunacy, in succession to Mr. 
William George Campbell, resigned. Mr. Frere is the son 
of Mr. William Edward Frere, and is a graduate of Trinity 
College, Cambridge. He was called to the bar at Lincoln’s- 
inn in Michaelmas Term, 1865, and bas practised on the 
Western Circuit, and the Somersetshire, Bath, and Bristol 
Sessions. 

Mr. Witt1aM Harpince Humpxereys, solicitor, of Gilt- 
spur Chambers, Holborn Viaduct, has been elected Solicitor 
to the Saddlers’ Company. Mr. Humphreys was admitted 
a solicitor in 1876, and is in partnership with his father, 
Mr. Charles Octavius Humphreys. 


Mr. James Price, solicitor, of Haverfordwest, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for taking the Ac- 
knowledgments of Deeds by Married Women for Pembroke- 
shire and the town of Haverfordwest. 


Mr. Epwarp Ruiptey, barrister, who has been returned 
as M.P. for the Southern Division of the County of 
Northumberland in the Conservative interest, is the second 
son of the late Sir Matthew White Ridley, baronet, his 
mother having been the daughter of Lord Wensleydale. 
He was born in 1843, was educated at Harrow, snd was 
formerly scholar of Corpus Christi College, Oxford, where 
he graduated first class in classics in 1866. He is nowa 
fellow of All Soul’s College, and he was called to the bar at 
the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 1868. Mr. Ridley 

ractises on the North. Eastern Cirevit, and at the Durham, 
Northumberland, Newcastle, and Berwick Sessions. 

Sir James Firzgames Steruen, Q.C,, K.C.8.I., received 
the honorary degree of D.C.L. at the Commemoration at 
Oxford. 





It is stated that the benchers of the Middle Temple have 
unanimously invited Sir Alexander Edmund Cockburn, 
Lord Coleridge, Sir Montague E. Smith, the Right Hon. 
Samuel Martin, and Mr. Justice Li: dley, former masters of 
the Bench, to return as members of the House. 

en has been invited to the Bench. 


Sir James 








——. 


Sacietted. 


SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


Tue eighteenth anniversary festival of this society wag heli 
at the Star and Garter Hotel, Richmond, on Wednend 


last, the 26th inst., the Right Hon. Sir George Tout 


(Master of the Rolls) in the chair. 

Upwards of 120 gentlemen sat down to dinner, amongst. 
whom we noticed the following :—The President of the Incor. 
porated Law Society (Mr. E. F, Burton), the High Sheriff of 
Bristol (Mr. W. H. Wills), the Mayor of Bristol (Mr. Geo, 
Wm. Edwards), the Master of the Society of chant, 
Venturers of Bristol (Mr. Fras, F, Fox), the preacher of the- 
Rolls Chapel (Rev. J. 8. Brewer, M.A.), the Chairman of the 
Board of Directors (Mr. Edwin Hedger), the Deputy-chair... 
man of the Board of Directors (Mr. H. S. Wasbrough), Mr, 


J. P. Benjamin, Q.C., Mr, J. W. Chitty, Q.C., Mr. T. H . 


Fischer, Q.C., Mr. J. Napier Higgins, Q.C., Mr. A. Kekee. 
wich, Q.C., Mr. T. Southgate, Q.C., Mr. F. Waller, @.0,, 
Mr. H. Curtis Bennett, Mr. W. B. Coltman, Mr. G, @. 
Dineley, Mr. G. T. Jenkins, Mr. T. Northmore Lawrence, 
Mr. J. C. A. Lewis, Mr. J, C. Whitehorne, Mr. W. EB 
Baxter, Mr. A. Beyfus, Mr. W. B. Brook, Mr. C. A. 
Govett, Mr. Hill, Mr. Janson, Mr. Roscoe, Mr. J, Anderson 
Rose, Mr. Sydney Smith, Mr. J. 8. Torr, and many other 
well-known members of the legal profession and their 
friends, 

The usual loyal and patriotic toasts having been given and 
duly honoured, 

The Cuareman, in proposing the toast of the evening, 
“ The Solicitors Benevolent Association, and may prosperity 
attend it,” remarked that the institution, although @& 
young institution, numbering as it did, some twenty years 
of existence only, was a very large and very promising insti-- 
tution, and had had grown at an extraordinary rate. It. 
began in 1858 with a few members and with very smalk 
powers, and in the first three years it could not afford to give- 
anything away at all. It was an infant in its cradle and did 
nothing but eat—it did no work. After that time it began 
to extend, as it were, a little finger, in the shape of very 
small help to some very destitute and poor creatures, 
members of the profession, but the extent of its donations: 
for the first year of its usefulness was only £10. Well, it 
grew and grew at an amazing rate, and last year it had 
nearly 2,500 members and distributed upwards of £2,000, 
and he thought they would agree with. him that if not 
altogether arrived at manhood according to legal chronology. 
it had arrived at that stage in effect by its. extensive use-- 
fulness. Although he would have been glad to. have been 
able to state that it included amongst its members a larger 
number of solicitors, yet it must not be forgotten 
that it did include about one-fourth of the whole 
number, and that was a remarkable proportion. Still, he 
would have been glad to leara that it had received, and he 
hoped it would receive in the future, even more extensive 
support. He need not say that the system of each trade 
or profession making @ fund for the relief of those of their’ 
brethren who bad not been fortunate in life was extremely 
ancient ; he would only remark that it was singular that. 
this association should have been thought of so recently 
by such a large and wealthy body as the solicitors. In 
every calling of which they had knowledge societies 
existed for the benevolent purpose of aiding their poorer 
members and their families, and he would mention that 
there was in existence another institution amongst 
the solicitors, whose efforts were limited to a 
section only of the members of the profession—namely,. 
those residing in London or its vicinity. He had little: 
doubt that the benevolent exertions of the rival societies. 
ended as they always did end, in helping the cause of 
charity; but the existence of two associations having the 
same object must burden the contribations of the benevo- 
lent with a double set of expenses, which bad to be de-- 
ducted from the funds of the two societies before the 
surplus could be applied to charitable purposes. He 
hoped that both the bodies would at no distant day he 
amalgamated, and give one more illustration of the well~ 
known and well-worn adage that ‘‘nnion is, strength.” 
They would thereby not merely save in the cost of 
management, because the same staff, no doubt, would 
practically suffice for the two,accieties, and, thesefoxe save. 
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halfthe cost, but the thing would, he believed, cause an in- 
crease in-the contributions of the members, for it would be- 
cutie 8 grandér society, a larger society, and more thor- 

ly the solicitor society, and in every way, he had no 
pa it would increase in prosperity and in usefulness and. 
jn charity: With.regard to the mode of. distributing the 
fands of the charity, the society, besides making, pro- 
yision for gentlemen who have themselves been members 
of the society, was of course. much more often called upon 
to provide for the widows and children of persons who had 
died while members of the profession, but who, although 
able to support themselves\as long as they lived, were 
anable to.save sufficient money to make an. adequate pro- 
vision. for. those near and dear to themafter their death. 
As regarded the widows, little could be done beyond giving, 
them; annuities ; but,.as regarded the children,. the most 
useful form;was, no doubt, the giving them a good educa- 
tion.. In this respeot, the children of what were usually 
termed: the lower middle class were worst provided. for. 
For the-poorer classes. there. wereBoard schools, and for 
they children of. the upper: classes there were various 
schaols endowed. by their founders, such as Eton, Rugby, 
Hasxow—although at these schools considerable fees had 
to. be-paid—but for. such’a classas: the poorer members of 
theprofession no such facilities:with regard to obtaining 
aneducation for, their’ children: existed. His. lordship 
urged that one of the best means of disposing of the fands 
of:the association wouldibe. to form schools for the chil- 
dren:of solicitors—not only for those left in necessitous 
circumstances, but for the children of struggling. men in 
the profession, who would not only scorn to receive alms 
but would refuse assistance-which would be looked upon 
by the public as charity. Gentlemen who sent their sons 
to Rugby or to Etonnever thought they were sending their 
sons to.a charity school; and in that way many members 
of the profession might be: assisted by the. establishment 
ofa thoroughly good school. 

The CHatRMaN afterwards announced the pecuniary 
result of the mecting, which amounted to £820 17s., and 
there had been gained that evening thirty-six new life mem- 
bers and seventy-seven new annual members, making a total 
of 113 new members. He could not refrain from making 
one remark, although he believed he had not the assent of 
the chairman of the association in so doing—this was that 
the association had, he thought, with very proper spirit re- 
fused to accept any donation from himself or the members 
of the bar present, and had thus shown that they meant 
what they said when they said it was a solicitors’ benevolent 
association, and that they were public spirited enough to 
support the poorer members of their profession without 

iciting external help. 

The toast of ‘The Chairman of the Evening” was then 
proposed and honoured, and the meeting terminated. 

This is the first festival of the association held out of 
London, but the result has been in every re-pect so 
satisfactory that we understand-there is every probability of 
the summer meeting being in future held in the suburbs. 


ee 


LAW AMENDMENT SOCIETY. 
LiaBmity oF EMPLOYERS. 


A meeting of the Law: Amendment Society was held on 
Monday week at the society’s. chambers, Adam-street, 
Adelphi, when Mr. Joseph Brown, Q.C., read a paper on 
“The question of a company’s or other employer's li:bility 
for accidents to their own s:' rvants through the faults of fellow 
servants. Can it be faiily se'tled by making insurance 
against accidents to a limited amount compulsory on both 
master and servant, having in view the practice of the 
friendly societies established in connection with some of the 
great’ companies?’ Lord Shand, a judge of the Scotch 
Court of Session, presided, and there were also present Mr. 
Bulwer, Q.C., M.P., Mr. Muedon«ld, M.P., Mr. S. Morley, 
MP., the Hon. Lyulph Stanley, Mr. A. Ei Miller, Q.C., and 
Mr. H. Broadhurst. Mr. Brown said that whatever differences 
of opinion existed as to the justice of the present law, 

could be little difference as to the desirableness of some 
in the case of accidents for that large class of 
Working men who were exposed by the very nature of their 


ion to more than ordinary risk of injary or even to.) § 


lous of life. The men who worked on railways or in mines 
colleries seemed to have a natural and obvious claim to 





the consideration of the public, in whose service most’ of: 
them: risked and too many lost their limbs or lives. These 
considerations had induced him to bring before the society: 
for consideration a proposal for a system of compulsory in- 
surance against accidents of all men employed: in hazardous 
trades or occupations. By compulsory insurance he meant 
making it compulsory by law in certain trades and occupa 
tions, The proposal he had in view, put in its simplest form,. 
was that all employers in certain hazardous occupations 
should be prohibited from employing any men who were 
not insured against accidents in some friend!y society, or in- 
surance company up to a certain amount ; and that:the em- 
ployer should be bound to contribute @ certaim proportion of 
the expense of insurance, and should be exempt from 
further liability. If this proposal were made:law, it would 
compel the employer to see that his servant was.insured. 
against accidents to the amount limited by law, or.else. the 
employment, being contrary to law, would not biad either 
party, and the servant might quit the service at any tiare. 
He thought a further penalty of a certain number of weeks’ 
wages should be added, payable by the employer tothe poor 
rates in case the workman or his family became chargeable" 
to the rates by an accident in the service. Insurance 
against accidents of all sorts, however and by whomsoever 
caused, was the only one of practical value. Mr. Brown 
stated that there were many societies and clubs in Cumber- 
land, Durham, Staffordshire; and other mining counties 
which insured the members against accidents as well as- 
sickness, in some of which membership was compulsory, in 
others voluntary, some receiving contributions from the 
employers, and others only from the men. It would ap- 
pear that less than a tenth part of the cases relieved out of 
the general funds of a railway friendly society were accidents 
caused by other servants’ faults, and consequently that a- 
subscription by a railway company of ten per cent. om the 
men’s own subscriptions would fairly cover the limited class: 
of accidents which were not caused by the man himeelf. 
After the reading of the paper, Lord Shand said he thought 
we'were, perhaps, too apt to confine our view to our own 
country, whereas we might get valuable suggestions from: 
what was done by our neighbours on the continent. It was 
remarkable that in Germany such a system as Mr, Brown 
had advocated, a system of insurance by meansof friendly 
societies, had been in operation as regarded mining works 
for many years, and fromthe German mining laws many 
valuable hints might be obtained, The discussioa was. ad- 
journed. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


List of qualified members of the socisty nominated as 
members of the council to be elected at the annual general 
meeting on the 5th of July, 1878. 

The candidates whose names are marked thus (*) go out: 
of office by rotation. 

John Vickerman Longbourne, 7, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
nominated by Wm. Jas. Farrer, 66, Lincoln’s-ina-fields ; 
Heory Jas. Francis, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

* William Benjamin Paterson, 40, Chancery-lane, nomi- 
nated by T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-fizlds; Joseph 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-fields. 

William Melmoth Walters, 9, New Square, Lincoln’s-inn, 
nominated by Wm. Jas. Farrer, 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; 
Wm. D. Fresbfield, 5, Bank-buildings: 

* Frederic Ouvry, 66, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, nominated by 
T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Josep 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

* Alfred Beil, 49, Lincolo’s-inn-fields, nominated by T. 
Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph: Tatham, 
36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

* Nathaniel Tertius Lawrence, 6, New Square, Lincoln’s- 
inn, nominated by T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lineola’s-ina- 
fields; Joseph Tatham, 46, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

* Francis Thomas Bircham, 46, Parliament-street, West-- 
minster, nominated by T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincela’s-- 
inn-fields ; Joseph Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

* John Moxon Clabon; 21, Great George-street, West- 
minster, nominated by T. Sansome: Preston, 35, Lincoin’s- 
innefields ; Josech Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

* Barnard Platts Broomhead, Sheffield, nominated by Ty 
e Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph: Tatham, 

36, *s-inn-fields, 
*-Thomas Paine, 47, Gresham-house,, E.C., nominated.by, 

















A ATA apt pn eet tte nn 






















































ere 





ssl painblobinantoninisoresossin Speen em cee eat tebe aie 
















686 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


June 29, 1878, 





— 





T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph 
‘Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

* Edward Frederick Burton, 87, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
nomizated by T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
Joseph Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

List of qualified members of the society proposed as 

president and vice-president of the society, to be elected at 
athe same meeting. 

-Jobn Hollams, president, 31, Mincing-lane, nominated by 
T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Nathaniel Tertius Lawrence, vice-president, 6, New 
Square, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, nominated by T. Sansome 
Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph Tatham, 36, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

List of qualified persons proposed as auditors of the 
society, to be elected at the same meeting. 

Osmund Lambert, 1, Gray’-inn-square, nominated by 
T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Joseph Henry Schroder, 4, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, nominated 
by T. Sensome Presten, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Frank Rowley Parker, 41, Bedford-row, nominated by 
T. Sansome Preston, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fields; Joseph 
Tatham, 36, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 





LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 


‘At the meeting of this society, held at the Law Institu- 
tion, Chancery-lane, on Tuesday evening week, Mr. A. M. 
Ellis, LL.B., in the chair, the question appointed for the 
evening’s debate was:—“A will contains the following 
bequest :—‘I give and bequeath to my niece A, the sum 
-of £5,000, if she shall not marry under the age of twenty- 
three years, to be paid to her upon attaining that age.’ 
The will does not contain any gift over in case of A. 
qparrying under twenty-three, which event happens. Is 
A. entitled to the legacy upon attaining twenty-three ?” 
the cases referred to being Reynish v. Martin (3 Atk. 330), 
Kei'y v. Monck (3 Ridgw. 263), Scott v. T, ler (2 Bro. H.C. 
©. 488), and Stackpole v. Beaumont (3 Ves. 89). Mr. H. H. 
Clark opened the debate for the negative, and Mr. Van 
Sommer and Mr. Kirk supported the affirmative. After 
some discuesion the debate was adjourned. 

“The usual weekly meeting of this society was held on 
“Tuesday evening last, the 25th inst., at the Law Institu- 
tion, Mr. J. E. Stevens in the chair. The question ap- 
pointed for the evening’s debate was :—‘* Does the Govern- 
ment deserve the confidence of the Country?” Mr. J. 
W. Mills opened the discussion, supporting the present 
policy both at home and abroad of her Majesty’s ministers; 
he was followed by Mr. Fergus on the same side; Mr. 
Newton, B.A., and Mr. Fuller, LL.B., maintained the con- 
trary. After a good debate in which both sides were 
evenly represented, on the question being put to the 

society it was decided in the affirmative by a narrow 
ansjority. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The usoal weekly meeting of this society was held on 
"Wednesday week at Clement’s-inn Hall, Mr. J. Eustace 
Smith in the chair. Mr. A. H. Spokes, B.A., LL.B., 
opened the following subject for discussion, viz.:-~“ That 
the judgment of the upper classes in political questions is 
more just on the whole than that of the lower classes,”’ 
Mr. Skipper supported the affirmative. The same 
view was maintained by Messrs. Ward, Moyle, Kains 
Jackson, and Collyer; the negative opinion finding 
adherents in Mesers. Ashton, Cross, Rawlings, and Julian. 
The meeting was well attended by members, and a very 
animated debate took place. At the conclusion of the dis- 
cussion the chairman put the question to the vote, when the 
affirmative was carried by a majority of nine, 

At a meeting of the society held at the Law Institution 
on Monday last, Mr. W. Shirley Shirley presiding, the 
following legal moot was opened for discussion by Mr. 
W. W. Kane:—“An agent employed to let a house is 

uestioned by a purchaser as to his knowledge of any objec- 
y to the . He answers truthfully according to the 
extent of his knowledge, ‘None whatever. It after- 





— 


wards appears that there are defects of which the principal, 
though not the agent, was aware, Can the purchaser resist 
specific performance or recover compensation?”  Messrg, 
Ward, Moyle, Rosher, and Havergal, took part in the 
debate, and after a few remarks from the chairman the 
question was put to the meeting in the usual way, whe’ 
unanimity of opinion prevailed in favour of the p' 
resisting specific performance. 


THE LAW STUDENTS SOCIETIES OF 
LONDON. 


On Friday, the 14th inst., a joint meeting of the Law 
Students’ Debating Society and the United Law Students’ 
Society was held in the lecture-hall of the Law Institution, 
Mr. Frederick H. Janson in the chair. The subject 
pg for the debate was :—‘ That the amalgamation 
of the two branches of the legal profession is desirable.” 
The motion was supported by Mr. W. Dowson, and Mr. E, 
H. Pickersgill, B.A., of the United Law Students’ Society, 
and — by Mr. G. S. Gibb, LL.B., and Mr. A. M 
Ellis, 
debate was then thrown open, and the following gentlemen 
addressed the meeting:—Messrs, W. C. Owen, H. R. Fargus, 
S. Ward, and H. Round, in support of the motion, and 
Mes:-rs. Spokes, C. 8, Eady, and J. W. Mills, opposed. At 
the conclusion of the debate Mr. Dowson replied, and on 


the motion being put to the meeting, it was decided by » 


twenty-three votes against, to sixteen in support. The 


meeting terminated with a hearty vote of thanks to the» 
chairman. 


BIRMINGHAM LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 


The 628th meeting of this society was held on Thurs - 


day evening, June 13th, at the library of the Law Society, 
Bennett’s-hill, A. Canning, Esq., in the chair. After 


questions from Williams on Real Property had been dis- - 


cussed for half an hour, a debate took place on moot point 
No. 596—* Does the owner of buildings erected up to the 
edge of his land acquire a right to the support of the 
adjacent soil for them after twenty years’ uninterrupted 
enjoyment?” (Angus v. Dalton, L. R. 3 Q. B. D. 85.) The 
speakers on the affirmative were Messrs. Shore, Edwards, 
and Robinson; on the negative, Messrs. Crockford, 
Samuel, Rogers, and Bayley. The chairman having 
summed up, the votes were taken, and the question de- 
cided in favour of the affirmative by a majority of two. 
A vote of thanks to the chairman concluded the meeting. 





High Court of Yustice, 


OOMMON PLEAS DIVISION. 
(Before Lord Conzrinee, C.J., and Grove and Lorrs, JJ.) 
June 26.—In re Lee Hardwick. 


In this case a rule had been obtained to show cause why 
Mr. Hardwick, a solicitor near Leeds, should not be struck off 
the roll. 

Lockwood showed cause, 

Murray, ou behalf of the Incorporated Law Society 
supported the rule. ; 

The facts, which Mr. Hardwick was called upon to ex- 
plain, were these :—It appeared that he had been instructed 
by one Joseph Ellis to draw his will and do certain other 
legal work, the costs of which had amounted to £30, and 
bad not been paid. Upon Mr. Ellis’s death he was instructed 
by the executor to obtain probate of the will, and the charge 

inst him was, that having obtained from the widow of 
Joseph Ellis £15 wherewith to pay the probate fees, he had 
appropriated the amount, writing it off against the £30 due 
to him from the deceased. 

Lord Coxeripes, in giving judgment, observed that Mr. 
Hardwick had been guilty of a grave breach of duty in 
bis relation as solicitor, and sentenced him to be sus 
from practice for four years and to pay the costs. Times. 





L.B., of the Law Students’ Debating Society. The 
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Lrish Court of MPppeal. 


(Before the Lorp CHANCELLOR oF IRELAND, 
Curistian and Dzasy, L.JJ.) 
June 17,—In re Michael Verdon, a Solicitor. 


The Lonp Cuancettor.—In this case Mr. Verdon, a 
solicitor, appealed from an order of the Master of 
the Rolls of the 12th of February, 1878, directing 
yhis name to be struck off the roll of solicitors of that 
court. [His lordship discussed at great length the facts 
relating to & compromise entered into to prevent the will 
offre. Anne Shueman, under which Mr. Verdon and his 
family were interested, being impeached by Thomas Shue- 
man.} To an honest compromise with Shueman, he said, 
there could have been no objection. But instead of this 
Dr. Kelly and Mr. Verdon adopted a course deserving of the 
severest condemuation, There was in Drogheda a person 
named Owen Nagent, a carpenter by profession, who, how- 
-eyet, bad money enough to build houses, and who, according 
to both Kelly and Verdon, acquired unlimited influence over 
Thomas Shueman, and it would seem also over Kate Donnelly, 
shis second wife. In order to prevent his exercising it 
adversely to them, Kelly and Verdon agreed that he was to 
be paid £2,800, of-which £1,000 was to be for Mrs. Shue- 
man, as the price of his and Mrs. Shueman allowing the 
compromise to be made with Shueman, who was willing, if 
paid £1,000 (the amount he said he had been promised as a 

acy), to affirm the late Mrs. Shueman’s dispositions. 
bargain, it was stipulated, was to be, and in fact was, 
entirely concealed and kept secret from Shueman. Subse- 
-quently Mr. Verdon appears to have awakened to the nature 
of the transaction in which he had been engaged ; laid, on 
‘behalf of himself and Mr. Kelly, a case before Mr. O’ Hagan, 

QC., and was by him advised that the whole transaction 
must be revealed to Shueman and bis solicitors. The result 

was that Messrs. Casey & Clay, solicitors, insisted on the 
whole of the money secured by Nug*nt being paid to Shue- 
‘man, who, finaily, received £3,800 in place of £1,000, 
with which he would originally have been content. 
The matters to be considered seem to me to be the bargain 
with Nugent and Mrs. Shueman—for I think she knew of 
it—and the effect of the subsequent disclosure of it to 
‘Shueman and his solicitors. With respect to the bargain, 
it was @ Corrupt agreement with the friend, ard in some 
Tespects, as it appears, adviser, and aiso with the wife of a 
person with whom Mr. Verdon, partly for himself individu- 
ally and partly as solicitor for Mr. Kelly, was dealing 
m respect of a compromise. This agreement was to be 
~entirely concealed from the person with whom the com- 
Promise was being made. A transaction of this nature 
strikes at the root of confidence in mutual dealings and 
Degotiations, and introduces into the relations of human 
life the exercise of a dishonest influence. It is impossible 
to excuse the orizinal arrangement with Nugent. Any court 
that did not visit with punishment Mr. Verdon’s conduct in 
~connection with it would fail of its duty. But in measurin 
punishment for this as in cases of a more strictly crimin 
‘ , it has been always considered legitimate to have 
regard to mitigating circumstances. ‘The corrupt dealing 
was planned and entered upon, but not completed or accom- 
Verdon paused in his course, sought advice, and, 
guided by it, made the entire facts known to the person 
affected by them and his advisers. He did what he then 
could to place Shueman in a position to protect himself 
from the consequences of what had been done. To make 
no distinction between wrong planned, but by the repent- 
ance or alarm of the agent engaged in it, not carried out, 
and wrong perfected and successful seems injudicious. It 
bars to right, supplying a motive for perseverance 
ara g candour and disclosure of the facts. Why 
iraw back when the full penalty is incurred by the incep- 
ton of evil, and completion adds nothing to it? These 
views entertained by those who administer the criminal law, 
may well find a place in our decision of this case. We 
must also take into account what Mr. Verdon has suffered— 
a, losses, loss of character. Confining ourselves 
u @ particular transaction on which the order of the 
a of the Rolls is founded, and as to which alone we 
eve sufficient materials, and having regard to the mitigating 
<ireumstances in the conduct of Mr. Verdon to which I have 
ed, we think the ends of justice may be satisfied by 
Suspension, without the total and permanent removal from 





his profession, of Mr. Verdon. We fix the period at two 
years from the date of the Master of the Rolls’ order. 

CurisTIAN, L.J., said the Master of the Rolls had treated 
the case as one of the very highest importance, not only to 
the profession of the solicitor, but to the general public, 
and he prefaced his order by a judgment couched in lan- 
guage as energetic, it might be said as unsparing, as probably 
ever fell from the judgment seat. The Lord Justice called 
attention to the fact of the utter and radical unlikeness of 
the Shueman compromise to any of the cases cited in 
which a solicitor had been visited either with deprivation 
or even temporary suspension. In each and every one of 
these cases the court was put in motion because the trans- 
gression resulted from the relation in which the court 
itself had placed the solicitor as one of its officers, giving 
the opportunity to the solicitor to cheat or to trick, or to 
pervert the procedure for the ascertainment of truth and 
justice into instruments of falsehood and fraud. In the 
present case that element was altogether absent. Mr. 
Verdon entered into the compromise, not in the character 
of solicitor for anybody, but in his own individual character 
as a party defendant in the cause. There was no malver- 
sation of funds—no deception practised on the client—no 
fraud practised on the court; it was simply the case of a 
party litigant, who entered into a compromise, happening 
also to be a solicitor, but that character of solicitor had 
nothing to do with the ciroumstances of the compromise. 
It was, therefore, an element worthy to be considered 
with others in the case, that in no instance cited 
had such a sentence as that under review been passed 
upon a solicitor for any transaction except one done in 
the very character and capacity of solicitorship itself. 
After referring to the circumstances of the compromise, 
the-Lord Justice hoped it would not be supposed he desired 
to excuse or even to palliate Mr. Verdon’s misconduct. 
Far from it. Guilty Mr. Verdon should be deemed to be, 
and punishment he should undergo ; but the question was, 
What should be the amount and degree of that punish- 
ment? The Master of the Rolls set up in this case a 
standard of honour and morality somewhat more trans- 
cendental than that which was ia ordinary use, and 
certainly one which Mr. Verdon’s acting and doing fell 
deplorably short of. After all, they should not judge of Mr. 
Verdon in this guasi-criminal case by ez post facto calcula- 
tions made on an exceptionally exalted standard of honour 
and morality ; but by the average of the notions and actings 
of his fellows and of his time. No one would say that, 
judg-d even by that standard, Mr. Verdon was entitled to 
an acquittal. But in reference to his punishment—putting 
on one side the nature of his delinquency, as he (the Lord 
Justice) had depicted it—condoned by the party injured, 
atoned for by himself; and putting on the other side the 
sentence of rnin and destruction visited upon him—who 
would say there was not, as between these two things, 
a certain disproportion? Therefore, it did appear to him, 
upon the whole, that the more measured sentence which the 
Lord Chancellor had announced would meet the requirements 
of justice and the moderation of the case, 

easy, L.J., expressed his concurrence in the jndgment 

of his learned colleagues. 








Zaw Student’s Sournal. 
INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


ConVEYANCING CLASSES. 
Mr. Bond’s examination will be held in the Lecture-ball 
of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery-lane, on Wed- 


nesday, the 3rd cf July next. The examination will 
commence at 11 a.m. and conclade at 2 p.m. Subsoribers 
to the classes are at liberty to attend, 


UNIVERSITY OF OXFORD. 

The examiners in civil law—Messrs. Bryce, Wilson, 
Shadwell, and Robertson—have issued the following class- 
list: — 

Class I.—W. P. Cobbett, University; J. G. Shipman, 


New College. 
Class II.—F, ©. Aplin, St. John’s ; E. J. Mack, Lincoln. 


Class IlI.—Passed.—G. H. Mellor, and J. Williams, 


incoln. 
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A LEGAL PARAGON, 


Araoucu “touting” is not unknown in the profession, 
says the Manchester Guardian, it is not, we believe, the 
usual practice of svlicitors to put themselves to the expense 
of acquainting the general public by means of circulars or 
advertisements of the find of legal acumen and spotless pro- 
bity which they are ready to place at the disposal of any 
one standing in need of a lawyer’s assistance. There is 
much to be said in favour of this professional reserve, but it 
will be admitted that it is hard upon unrecognized genius 
that it should be condemned to perpetual obscurity when 
all that is needed to give it its opportunity is a little pub- 
licity of the kind which every tridesman knows so well how 
to secure. Take, for instance, the legal paragon whose cir- 
cular caused so much heedless merriment in the Birmingham 
Police Court the other day. The reporters do not give his 
name; we are merely informed that he dates from Liverpool. 
The public, we take leave to say, ought to have been fur- 
nished with the fullest particulars respecting this gentleman, 
for—as described by himself—he is just the confidential 
adviser that every one requiring the services of a solicitor is 
in search of. ‘fo begin with he is “the possessor of con- 
siderable legal experience ”—an experience which “ embraces 
with greater or less intimacy the entire ground of jurispru- 
dence.’’ But besides this professional erudition, he is able to 
certify that he is intimately conversant with theinnumerable 
Social exigencies wherein an almost unerring acquaintance- 
ship with the actuating principles of humanity in its several 
classes and varying needs always proves invaluable.” This 
is, perhaps, a trifle obscure, but we are bound to assume 
that it points to the possession of some great gift. It seems 
& not unreasonable inference from the fact.of this circular 
being sent out that this Liverpool gentleman’spresent prac- 
tice is not So extensive as to preclude the. possibility of his 
undertaking new business; but thcse who have been 
fortunate enough to avail themselves of his services have, a8 
we learn on his own authority, “‘ almost invariably had 
reason torejoice at the result.” It is quitemoving to read 
of “the feeling of mutual jubilation and exhilaration ’’ 
which bas been “ thus spontaneously engendered between 
solicitor and client,” and no one can be surprised to hear 
that he is supported in the pursuit of his calling by an 
“‘jrrefragable confidence that his professional future will 
(D.¥.) prove exceedingly beneficial in his day and generation .’ 


Leqislation of the Week. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
JUNE 20.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME. 
Truro CHAPTER, 
JUNE 21.—BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Prem and Harsour Orpers Conrirmation (No. 2). 
Monuments Merropous (No. 2). 


BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitts.—Corporation of London (Various 
Powers), Bradford Tramways (Release of Deposit), Cardiff 
Water, Metropolitan Board of Works (Plumstead-common), 
Swansea Improvements and Tramway. 


JUNE 24.—BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Poor Law Amenpment Act (1876) AmenpMENT. Truro 
CuarrTer. 


JUNE 2%.—BILLS READ A SECOND TIME. 
Exctosure ProvisionaL Orper (Oxrorp), Tramways 
Oxpzexs Conrmmation (No. 1). Tramways Orpers 
Conrmaation (No. 3). Hicuways (Sovrn Wauzs). 


BILLS PASSED THROUGH COMMITTEE. 
Tramways Oxners Conrimmation (No. 2). Locat 
Goversment Provistona Oxvers (Betrer Union, &c.). 
Local Govennment ProvistonaL Oxpers (BovRnn- 
mourn, &c.), 
BILLS READ A THIRD TIME. 

Private Bitts.—Grand Junetion Water, Maryport Im- 
provement, Dadley and Oldbury Junction Railway, Metro- 
polites District Railway. 

Pimp any Hazpour Overs Conriamarion (No.2). Tauro 

Cuartzx. Pvustic Hearn Acr (1875) Amenpmuwr. 





——. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
JUNE 20.—BILL READ A SECOND: TIME, 
INNKEEPERS, 
JUNE 21.—BILLS IN COMMITTEE, 
Vatvuation or Propgrry (Clauses 1—16). Wetauts anp. 

Measures (passed through committee pro formé), 

Innkeepers (passed through committee). 

JUNE 24.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 
County or Herrrorp anp Liperty or Sr. Abana Aor 
(1874) AMENDMENT. 

BILL READ A FIKST TIME. 

Bill to enable the trustees of the Blders’ Widows’ Fund 
to apply the capital of the said fund in aid'of income, &. 
(Mr. E. Stanhope.) 

JUNE 25.—BILL READ A SECOND TIME, 

Private Birt.—Mansfield Commissioners Gas. 

BILLS READ A THIRD TIME, 

Private Bitts.—Lichfield Gas, Trowbridz,e Water. 

JUNE 26,—BILL READ A THIRD TIME. 
INNKEEPERS. 





Court Papers. 
SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATORE. 


Rota oF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 
Court om Master or tas 
Date. yp ceeetlng Vinee. V.C. Maur 


Monday, July... 1Mr. PembertonMr. Koe 
Tuesday ....++ Ward Clowes 
Wednesday.... 

Thursday .... 

Friday....... Pemberton 
Saturday...... Ward 


V. C. Bacon. 
1Mr. Latham 
2 


Clowes 
Vv. C. Haun 


Mr. Teesdale Mr. Merivale 
Leach Holdship ‘ilne 
Latham Teesdale 

Leach Holdship 

Latham Teesdale 
Leach Holdship 


Monday, July.. 


Saturday...... 
HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
Cxancery Drvision—Oxper oF Court. 
Saturday, June 22, 1878. 


Whereas from the present state of the business before 
the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancellor Sir James 
Bacon, it is expedient that a portion of the causes assigned 
to the Master of the Rolls, and now standing for trial or 
hearing before his lordship, should be transferred to the 
court of the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon : Now I, the 
Right Honourable Hagh MacCalmont Baron Cairns, Lord 
High Chancellor of Great Britain, do hereby order that the 
several causes set forth in the schedule hereto be acoord- 
ingly transferred from the Master of the Rolis to the Vioo- 
Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and taken as causes assigned 
to the Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon, and be marked 
in the cause-books accordingly. But noorder made by the 
Master of the Rolls is to be varied or reversed otherwise 
than by the Court of Appeal. And this order is to be 
drawn up by the registrar, and set up in the several offices- 
of the Chancery Division of the High Court of Justice. 

ScHEDULE, 

From the Master of the Rolls. 
Hughes v Knos Act wits 1878 H 27 
Ball v Roche Act wits 1877 B 370 
Lavery v Dodds, M.P. Act wits 1877 L 135 
Peebles y Henwood Act wits 1878 P 39 
Holland v Poppleton Aot wits 1878 H 5, 
Woodwards v The Lombard Bank, limd Act wits 1877 

W 330 
The Liantwitt & Black Vein Coal Co.. limdv Bridell Act 

wits 1878 L 31 
Adair v Young Act wite 1877 A 163 
Sansom v Brook Acts wits 1878 S: 16% 
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The North and South Woolwich Subway Co. v Pym 
Act wits 1878 N 27° 
pares ¥ Woodcock Act wits 1877 P 281 
Jvansv Rees Act wits 1878 E 27 
fare Woolf, decd, Plant v Woolf Act & m judgt wits 
WwW 


42 

v Plant Act & m judgt wits 1877 H 288 
falaman v Barnes Act wits 1877 S 282 
Milvain v Milvain Act wits 1877 M 157 
], Bose. v Woodford Local Board Act wits 1877 B 445 
W. Bose v Woodford Local Board Act wits 1877 B 446 
filison v Mercer Act wits 1878 E 31 
Jnre Stroud, decd, Stroud v Harris Act wits 1878 S 


194 

Baxter v Webb Act wits 1876 B 300 

Serv Nonn Act wits 1878 S 97 

Wheeldon v Burrows Act wits 1878 W 50 

Maddick v Dicks Act wits 1878 M 72 

Anderson v Bank of British Columbia Act wits 1875 A 
107 


Carne, CO. 
The Vice-Chancellor Sir James Bacon has directed that 
none of the cases in the above schedule shall be placed in 
the paper for hearing before Tuesday, the 2nd of July, un- 
las by the written consent of all parties. 
BR, H. Leacu. Registrar. 


LONDON. 
Trinity Sirtine, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 671.) 

Stone (Mercer & Mercer) v Grant & Clark. & Punchard 

(Ashurst, M & Co; Blunt, T &L) 
Thomas (Same) v Same (Same) 
Treacher (Same) v Same (Same) 


Ss 


B Wood (Same) v Same (Same) 

T W Wood (Same) v Same (Same) 

ilmot (Same) v Same (Same) 

eaver (Same) v Same (Same) 

arren (Same) v Same and (Same) 

aylor (Same) v Same (Same) 

urner (Same) v Same (Same) 

we (Same) v Same (Same) 

myngham (Same) v Same (Same) (postponed): 

ork (Sam?) v Same (Same) 

‘opestake, Exor., &c. (Same) v Same (Same) 

Way, Exor., &c. (Same) v Same (Same) 

Deane (Same) v Same (Same 

Allen (Roberts & B) v The Gauthoid Marine Insuranc 
3 of Gothenburg (Druce, Sons, & J) (Commission) 


CP 89 Allen (Same) v The Marine Insurance Co, limd, of 
Gothenburg (“ame) (Commission) SJ 

Ex 90 James Watt & Co (G Webb) v Mersey Steel & Iron,Co 
limd (Norris, A & 9 SJ 

Ix 91 Ostrom & Fischer (H J Coburn) v Heintz (Nash & F) 


(stayed) 

CP 92 Beevers, (Waltons, B & W) v Redway (F G&GJ 
Braikenridge) SJ 

Ix 93 Girvin (Mercer & M) v Grant, Clark, & Punchard 
(Ashurat, M & Go; Blunt, T & L) (postponed) 

Ex 94 Birch (Same) v Same (Same (postdonea) 

Ex 95 Vincent (Same) v Same (Same) (postponed) ; 

Bx 96 Dawson (Miller & Miller) v Same (Same) pestpenedl 

CP 97 Rathbone & ors Prsshtaite & W) v Caldwell (J B 
Towse) (commirsion) SJ 

QB-98 Leese (Jno t oe v Household (Field, R & Co) 
stayed) S 

CP 99 Bikckvocd & ors (J Rae) v Vaughan (T Cooper) 
egrens: SJ 

QB 100 The Admiralty (Hare & Fell) v Shepherd & ors 

(Hollama, Son & C) SJ 

QB 101 Bipbosphaied Guano Co, limd (Hollams, Son & C) v 

running & Co (W W Wynne) SJ 

QB 102 Gosmen & aur (Stibbard; G@ & Co) v. Sigg & anr 
Hollams, Son & Co) (commivsion) 

CP 103 Weinstein & ent (Parker & Clarke) v Russian 
Steam 

Bx 104 Hoogend 


Navigation, &o, Co (Fone) cowmission) SJ 
ij (J BR Bailey) v Vander Zee (Simpson. & 
C) (commission). SJ 
CP 105 Wogetaff & ors (Parker & Clark) v Anderson &, ors 
( » Son & C) (commission) 85 


ovobess jah 
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cP 
Ex 

cP 
QB 
QB 
Ex 

cP 


cP 


QB 


QB 
QB 


QB 
Ex 
cP 


lans, 
QB 120 Dreyfus, Freres 


cP 
QB 
QB 
QB 


QB 


Cc 
CP 
Ex 


cP 
QB 


QB 
cP 


QB 
QB 
QB 
QB 
QB 
Ex 

Ex 

QB 
QB 
QB 
CP 


P 126 Gardiner (Waltons, B & W) v Warns (F B 


106 ae me v Morice (Waltons, B & Co) (commis- 
810D 
107 Taunton & anr (Wilkins, B & F) v Simmons (Harris: 


108 Hall (Parker & Clarke) v Jupe (Waltons, B & W) 
(commission) SJ 


109 Barnet (Hollams, Son & C) v Musgrave (R J Pead)- 


110 Bank of Montreal (Bischoff, B & B) v Huntingtom 
(Field, R & Co) (commission) SJ 

111 Masaru & ors (Murray, Hutchins & Co) v Hobley 
(Hollams, Son & C) (commission) SJ 

112 Keay & anr (Pritchard & Sons) v Young & ors 
(Clarkes, R & C; J. Scott; Burton, Y & Co; Bel-- 
frage & M) (commission) SJ 

113 Amazon Tug & Lighterage Co, limd (Ashurst, M & 
Co) v Earle’s Shipbuilding & Engineering Co, limd- 
(Chester, U & Co) (commission) SJ 

114 Phillips (W Beck) v Liebig’s Extract of Meat Co, 
limd (Crump & Son) (commission) 

115 McQueea (Same) v Same (Same) (commission) 

116 by nar & Son (Hollams, Son & C) v Street (Allin. 


& G) SJ 

117 teloee (Johnsons, U B & A) v Dobell & Co (Field,. 
R & Co) (commission) SJ 

118 Brook (Mercer & M) v Grant & ors (Ashurst, M & 
Co; Blunt, T & L) (postponed) 

119 Smith & Co (Waltons, B & W) v Carvill & Son (Hol+ 

Son.& C) (commission) SJ 

Cie (Stibbard, G & Co) v Watte 
Milburn & Co (Torr & Co) (commission) SJ 

121 Machan (Redpath & H) v Deleomyn (Hollams, Son. 
& C) (commission) 

122 Lidgett & Suns. (Same) v Wallace Bros (Johnson, U 

Co) (commi+sion) SJ - 
123 Beit & Co — & Sons) v Raraskill (In Person) 


(postponed) 

124 Clippingdale & anr (C O Humphreys & Son) v Es- 
combe & ors (Hollams, Son & C; Gellatly & Co-;. 
Parker & Clarke) eqn SJ 

1265 Rutherford, Drury & Co (Nash & F) vy The Gan & 
Shot .& Griffin’s Wharves Co limd (Janson, 0 & P ;. 
J R Tindale) SJ on 


(F Bradley) 
127 ye (Lawrence, P & B) v Haywood (Bircham & 


Co) SJ 

128 Teed (J T Luscombe) v Harding & ors (Russell, Son 
& S) (without jury) 

129 Eaegen (T HE Foord) v Wilson (Hajlams, Son & C) 


130 Lawson (Tucker, B & Co) v Yeomans (Collette & C) 

131 Thacker (Morley & S) v Hardy (B Hutchinson) 
(stayed) (without jury) 

132 Meyer (Lawrence, P & B) v Banks (Pitman & L) 


xg yl 

133 Walker (S Bebrend) v Hough (Bloxam & E) 
(stayed) (without jury) 

134 Banks (Pitman & L) v Meyer (Lawrence, P & B) 
(commission) 

135 Jasmins (Lowless & Co) v Hyce (Hollams, Son & C) 
(commission) SJ 

136 Croudace (Hollams, Son & C) v Ralli Bros (Johnson, 
U & Co) (commission) SJ 

137 Cullwick (W Rawlios) v Major & anr (F W Denny) 

138. Fenwick & Co (Lowless & Co) v Cohen (Pyke, 1-& P) 
(commission) SJ 

139 Middleton & Co (Shum, C & Co) v Churchill & anr 
(Hollams, Son & C) (stayed) SJ 

140 Vanderzee & Co (Simpson & C) v Campbell, Robert; 
son & Co (J R Chidley) SJ 

141 Hill & Sons (Hollams, Son & C) v Wilson, Son & Co 
(Lowless & Co) SJ 

142 Pickup (Same) v ‘The Merchant Marine Insurance Co 
lind (Argies & R) SJ 

143 Same (Same) v The British & Foreign Marine Insur- 
ance Co limd (Same) SJ 

144 Eade (C Gregory) v Radcliff (C Nyse nace 

145 Same (Same) v Jacobs (Angell & I Terry 

146 Weigel (W Beck) v Anderson & ors (Hellas, Son & 


147 Brewning (Fry & H) v Hallam (Rooks & Co): (post- 


iD 
148 Soutinneal & Vauxball Water Works Co (Bircham & 
Co) v Quick (Hellams, Son & C) (postponed) 
149 Whitehead & anr (J G Shearman) v Thornton & 
Wife (L Barnett) 


Ex 160 ey (IF Allingham) v Beavan and ors (Jansen, 
C 


lél H (Collette, &:C).v 
QB ist Jari’ 


SJ 
Ide (S R Hoyle) SZ 
ta" Bradley) v Kreeft, Howard & Co (Stokes, & 


(To be-continwed\ 
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MIDDLESEX. 
Trinity Sirtine, 1878. 
LIST OF ACTIONS FOR TRIAL. 
(Continued from page 670.) 


CP 220 East London Water Works Co (Bircham & Co) v 
Barber (G H & V Vanderpump) SJ 

Ex 221 Barber (G H & V Vanderpump) v East London Water 
Works Co (Bircham & in 

QB 222 Bown (W H Marshall) v Metropolitan District Ry Co 

Baxter & Co) 

(Same) v Same (Same) 

224 Foes, executrix (Same) v Same (Same) 

225 Walla) anr (Young & Son) v Vernum (W J C 
ler 

226 Maple & Co (Lumley & L) v Symons (R W Stacpoole) 

227 Bowring & Co (Same) v Cogblan (Waller, Jarvis & T) 

228 Leers (West, King, Adam & Co) v Beaton & anr 

(W A Plunkett 

229 Reed (W J Mani v Walker & anr (Lewin & Co) 

230 (A W Ryland) v Perkins (D W Pearse) 

x 231 Noakes (Ingle, C & H) v Maguire (J Richardson) 

P 232 Buffen (T C Russel) v Cox OM Upfill) 

Ex 233 BD Co) = ors (Withall & Co) v Evans & ors (Lewin 

0 

C P 234 Smith (G H Finch) v Chamberlain & anr (W Easton) 

QB 235 Underhill (H Dinn) v Penney (Harper & Co) 

Ex 236 Ward (J Reader) v Juson (Chappell & G) 

Ex 237 The New Westminster Brewery Co, limd (Wilkins, 
B & T) v Caulcutt (C V Field) 

CP 238 Willison, (Tillyard & G) v Aylett (H E Edgar) 

Ex 239 Thomas (A Hemsley) v Varsar & anr (Saffery & H) 

CP 240 Lavington (Digby & L) v Kettle (B Hutchinson) 

Ex 21 Birch (Willoughby & Cox) v Mondon & ors (Digby & 
T; BR Chapman) 

CP 242 — (F C Greenfield) v Hipkins (Turner & Son) 


Ex 243 Barlow (Buchanan & R) v Hiscox & anr (F Lamb) 
£x 244 Knoepfel (H W Lindus) v Rogers (J P Biggenden) 
CP 245 Hagg (W Easton) v Howard (T W —_— 

QB 246 ee (Lumley & L) v De Galve (Shoubridge 


Ex 27 Wines a (Mathews & S) v Dunean (Walton, B 


QB 248 Brighton & Hove Co-operative Supply Association, 
limd (Lewis & L) v Ffennel (Clennel & F) 

QB 249 Ma-singham (C T Foster) v Smart (E Johnson) 

Ex 250 Rose (Deane, C & Co) v Rose (M Webb) 

Q B 251 Denis fréres (M Abrahams & R) v The he OUT E 
& Horticultural Co-operative Association, limd (A F 


Barnard) 

QB 252 70s) (Brownlow & H) v Sidaway (Van Sandau 

0 

Ex 253 De — (Deane, C & Co) v Spiegel, sued, &c (C V 
Lewis 

CP 264 South Eastern Ry Co (W R Stevens) v Streeter 
(Marchant & P) 8J 

Ex 255 gad a Haynes & Sons) v Bateman (Woodbridge 


QB 256 Procter (Jas Neal) v Derbyshire (Lewis, M & Co) SJ 

© P 257 Shoreditch Guardians (Carey & Co) v Simpson & anr 
Pearce & Son; A. M. Pearce 

Ex 28 Meyer (W H Smith) v Boulden (T Noton) 

Ex 29 Glazier (R H Plater) vy North Metropolitan Tram Co 
(H C Godfray) 

QB 260 The Duke of Bedford & ors (E Mirams) v Moojen 
Walter & M 


QB 261 Fortune r Fortune) v Collings (Lewis, M & L) SJ 
. 262 Waugh & Wy) v Whichmann (Asburst & Co) 
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% Joint (Hicklin & W) v Lake & anr (Makinson & C) 
Terry (G Davis Morgan & Co) v Banbury & Chelten- 
ham Direct Ry Co (Hargroves & Co) 8 
De Belleville weds v =e & a by 
v Doughty ren 
f. f & ons) v Lusty, Skinner & 
a 


i Ochoae & Sons) v Parsons (Crowder, 


269 Feut (Hicklin & v Herrick & Son (W —— 
CP 270 Walker & anr (Digby & L) v McNamara, tr » &o 
Beard & Sons 


Ex 271 Besumont (Parkers) v Ward (Gamlen & Son) 8J 
(Zo be continued.) 
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Sir H. James has given notice that on the motion for 
going into committee on the Criminal Code Bill, he will 
move that the House go into committee on that day six 
months, not for the purpose of defeating the Bill, but io 
ordrr to give tae House an opportunity fully to consider the 


les and details of the code, 








-——————————_ 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


July 2.—Messrs. CHINNOCK, GALSworTHY, & CHINNocx, at 

fo Mert, 0) p.m., freehold properties (see advertisement, 
une 1, p. 20. 

July 2.—Messrs. DEBnENHAM, TEwson, & Farmer, at the 
Mart, at 2 may freehold and leasehold properties (see adver. 
tisements, June 1, pp. 16 and 17.) 

July 3.—Messrs. FAREBROTHER, Exxis, Charx, & Co,, at 
the Mart, at 2 Pm. freehold and leasehold properties (ag 
advertisements, June 1, p. 10.) 

July 4.—Messrs. DesENHAM, TEwson, & Farmer, at the 
Mart, at 2 p.m., freehold and leasehold properties (see.ad- 
vertisement, June 1, p. 17.) 

July 4.—Mr. James Grauam, at the Three Salmons Hotel, 
he 4 at 3 p.m., freehold property (see advertisement, this 
week, p. 4. 

July i FAREBROTHER, ELLiIs, CLARK, & Co., at 
Exeter, freehold property (see advertisement, June 1, p, 11.) 

July 5.—Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & Co., at the 
; ri p-m., freehold ground-rents (see advertisements, 

une 15, p. 4.) 

July 5.—Mesers. Rusnwortu, Assott, & RvusHworts, at 
the Mart, at 1 for 2 p.m., reversionary interest (see advyer- 
tisement, this week, p. 4.) 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS, 


BIRTHS. 
Branson—May 18, at 7, Wood-street, Calcutta, the wifa of 
J. H. Arthur Branson, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Butten—June 14, the wife of Edward U. Bullen, of the 
Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of a son. 
Dawson—June 25, the wife of William Hill Dawson, of S. 
Leonard’s, Tooting, and of Lincoln’s-inn, of a daughter. 
GiEeNN—June 23, at Belle Vue, South Norwood, the wife of 
Kk. G. Glenn, LL.B., barrister-at-law, of twins—a boy ands 


girl. 

Ho.tianp—June 16, at Poynings villa, Crick-road, Oxford, the 
wife of T. E. Holland, barrister-at-law, of a son. 

Incram—June 16, at 16, Portland-place, Brighton, the wifed 
T. Lewis Ingram, of the Middle Temple, barrister-at-law, of 
a daughter. 

LInKLATER—June 12, at 69, West Cromwell-road, S8.W., th 
wife of John Edmund Linklater, of the Inner Temple, bar 
rister-at-law, of a daughter. 

SinvesteR—June 14, at 2, Dawson-place, W., the wife of 
Ernest Frederick Silvester, of the Inner Temple, barrister-at 
law, of a daughter. 

SwaARBRECK—June 14, at Sowerby, near Thirsk, the wife d 
Charles McC. Swarbreck, solicitor, of a son. 

TaHOURDIN—June 17, at Putney, 8.W., the wife of Rene J, 
Tahourdin, of a son. 

THorNE—June 11, the wifeof Mr. E. H. Thorne, soliciter, 
Wolverhampton, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGE. 
Marcy—Brooxzes—June 22, at Wellington, James » 
solicitor, Wellington, to Annie Emmeline, daughter of J 

Brookes, of Springfield villa, Wellington, Salop. 


DEATHS, 
Everest—June 12, at Worthing, Sussex, William Alexander 
Everest, Esq., Solicitor, of Worthing. 
MezLvitLE—June 22, Michael Linning Melville, of Hartfield- 
ove, Sussex, barrister-at-law, late H.M.’s judge at Sierrs 
ne, in the Courts of Mixed Commissions, aged 73. 
WiLi1aMs—June 22, at Camberwell, George Thomas Williams, 
of the Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, aged 79. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 


Turspay, June 25, 1878, 
Hooper, Charles Rice S:ptimus, and James Edward Hetley, Bedford 
row, Solicitors. June 22 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Farpay, June 21, 1878, 
Limireo i Cuamoery. 
Merrybent and Darlington Railway Company.—Petition for winding 
up» presented June 18, directed to be heard before the M.R, on June 
. Clarkes and Co, Gresham House, Old 
Allison and Co, Darlington, sollcitors for the petitioners 
Merrybent and Darlington Railway Company.—Petitioa for 
up, — June 18, directed to be heard before V.O. Hall on J 
5. Paddison and Co, Abchurch lane, Solicitors for the pesitioners 
Northern Bohemian Gollieries Company, Limited, The M.R. bas 
fixed Saturday, June 29 at 12, at his ohambern, as tho time and 
piace for the appointment of an «ficial liquidator 
Tusepar, Junge 25, 1678, 
Limitep in Onanoeat. 


Association of Land Financiers, Limited.—Petition for winding, A 


presented June 21, directed to be heard before V.0, Bacon, oa 
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a 
6. Curtisand Betts, South sq, Gray’s inn, solicitors for the peti- 


ers 
a ion of Land ne Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
sented June 24, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on July 5, 
Orook and Smith, Abchurch lane, solicitors for the petitioners 
cml Insurance *Compai pany, Limited.—Petition for winding up pre- 
24, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on July 5. 
Marke vs and Co, Linooln’s inn fields, agents for Lyon and Reynolds, 
Liverpool, solicitors for the petitioner 
Great Dyliffe Lead Mining Company, Iimited.—V.C. Hall has, by an 
order dated June 15, appointed Charles Robert Miles, Coleman st, 
: tobe Sie ofaciel liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before July 18, 
* go send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims to the above. Saturday, July 27, at 12, is appointed for 
aving end adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
Harwich Harbour Docks, Wharves, and Warehouses Company, 
Limited.—Creditors are required on or before July 8, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Smith, Norfolk st, Strand, Monday July 22,"at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims 
T. Mathews and Sons, Limited Company.—Creditors are required on or 
before July 25, to send their names and addresses and the particulars 
of their debts or claims to John Sparks, Crewkerne, Somerset. 
Thursday, Aug 1, at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating 
upon the debts and claims 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Tvespar, June 25, 1878. 
District Widow and am Relief Society, Stanfield fold, 
fottram, Cheshire. June 
tees rd Working Men’s Club aud Institute, King’s rd, Chelsea. June 


Bae of Glan Cynon Friendly Society, Gadly’s Arms, Robert’s Town, 
Glamorgan. June 20 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Fripay, June 7, 1878. 


Qeoburey, Thomas Mortimer, Furnival’s inn, Solicitor. July 6. 
Qleoburey v. Cleoburey, V.C. Hall. Cleoburey, Furniva?’s inn 

Geehrane, John, Bryanstone st, ak sq, Barrister at ee July 6. 
Stretton v. Cochrane, V.C. Malins. Minchin, Newgate st 

Qraikshank, George, Hampstead rd, Artist. July 6. Cruikshank v. 
Richardson, M.k. Gedge, Old Palace yard, Westminster 

Dulty, Bryan, Jacobstowe, Devon. Jaly 6. Saunders v. Dufty, M.R. 
Burd, Okehampton 

an ten David "Bush, Cambridge. Nov 30. Edwards v. Edwards, 

all 

@ifrey, Thomas, South Leverton, Nottingham, Retired Schoolmaster. 
July 6. Godfrey v. Godfrey, M.R. Marshall and Co, East Retford 

Holt, George, Lymm, Cheshire, Gent. July 4. Grundy y. Bell, M.R. 
Bair, Manchester 

John iGisley, he Yeoman. July 10. Young v. Rowe, V.C. 


ott, Exeter 
beer, Thomas, Keighley, York, Oral Merchant. July 10. Sugden v. 
en, V.C. Malins. Watson, Bradford 
Mary Ann, Guildford st, Russell sq. June 25. V.C. Bacon. 
Denny, Coleman st 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tugspay, June 11, 1878, 
Armstrong, Will'am Henry Fano, Winchester,Gent. June 26, Grover 
aod Humphreys, King’s bench walk 
Tedham, Francis Ostler, Moseley, Worcester, Farmer. July 1. 
Fallows, Birmineham 
Bandy, William Henrv, Upton-upon.Severn, Worcester, Hotel Keeper. 
duly 1. Coventry, Upton-upon-Severn 
Grey, Julia, Eaton place, Belgrave sq. July 20. Parker and Co, St 
Paul’s churchyard 
Thomas Hague, Mirfield, York, Esq. July 8. Tennant and 
Rayner, eae | 
er, Thomas, Cheshunt, Herts,Gent, July 18. Allsup, Waltham 


epee Robinson, Argyll place, Regent st, Esq. July 15. 
Berkeley ro | Calcott, Lincoln's iun field is os oe J 
=—. Thomas, Timperley, Cheshire, * Gent. Aug 1. Dearden, 


Feeney, Owen, Liverpool, Gent. Aug 1. Hore and Op Liverpool 

Hartland, Biize, Chariton Kings, Gloucester. Sept 1. ’Winterbotham 
and Co, agg 

Hawkins, John, Hitchin, Herts. July 1. ‘Hawkins and Lindsell, 


Hitchin 
, Ellen "te Tunbridge Wells, July 24. Whitley 
bral Live: 
tical Ranloce, Welgreve, Leicester. July 20. Toone, Lough- 


Yeakins, Leonard, Water - Orten, nr Birmingham, Wire Drawer, July 
1, Fallows, Birmingham 
Richard Bennet, Eaton sq, Ebury st, Gent. July 19. Clabon 
it George st, Westminster 
pos Wroxall Farm, Isle of Wight, Yeoman. July 6. Buck- 


eh 
ares Somes, ag a Licensed Victualler, July 6. 
ey = Co, Oanter' 
’ a Penn, York, Manufacturing Chemist. Aug 1. 


nt, s 
Lovie, John Sieeman, Oxford, Innkeeper, July 10, Hawkins 
.~ amet, Lancashire, Cotton Manufacturer. July 


1, Cotman, Pres 
, Seeman, Uxbridge, Auctioneer, July 31. Woodbridge and 
Sons, Uxbridve 
. » John, pate tee Jane 26, Grover and Humphreys, 
7 imple 
: Jonathan, Sta’ terrace, Kil . 18, 
a im maar w ce, Kilburn, Esq. July Briggs, 





Wilson, Sarah Hannah, Pickering, York. 
Pickering 
barns, John Henry, Great ene st, Marylebone, Dealer in Works 
Aug 10. Thomas, Regent st 
Tene Miriam, Newport, Isle of Wight. July 23. Eldridge and Son, 


‘ewport 
Young, Lm ad Newport, Isle of Wight. July 23. Eldridge and Son, 


Newpo 
Fripay, June 14, 1878. 
Adams, William, Liverpool, Cashier. July 9. Macleas, Mount Ver- 


Augil. Leeman and Co, 


orl 

Andrews, John, Farnham, Surrey, Butcher. July 15. Hollest and 
Mason, Farnham 

Atkinson, Thomas King, Carlisle, Esq. July 15. Arnold and Green- 
wood, Kendal 

Barber, Charles, Wilmslow, Cheshire, Silk Manufactarer. July 29. 
Cooper and Sons, Manchester 

Bottomley, Robert, Stretford, Lancashire, Mechanic, July 31, Grundy 
and i Manchester 

Browne, Rev Benjamin Hayward Hadleston, Shalfieet, Isle of Wight. 
July 31, Eldridge and Son, Newport 

Cooper, James, Wellsborough, Leicester, Farmer. July 29, Cowdell, 
Hinckley 

Gardner, Edward, Halton, Lancrshire, Yeoman, July 11. 
Son, Lancaster 

Garner, Henry, Regent st Quadrant, Tailor. July 1. 
bench walk, Temple 

Harris, John, Trewint, Cornwall, Shoe Maker. July 13. White and 
Dingley, Launceston 

Hawkins, John, Hitchin, Herts. July 1. Hawkins and Lindsell, Hit- 


chin 

Knight, Thomas George Ridgway, Gorleston, Soffolk. Augil. Bur- 
roughs, Great Ya-mouth 

Neal John, Margaret terrace, Paddington Green, Coffee house keeper. 
July 22. Fox, St Mary’s sq, Paddington 

Nesbitt, Thomas, Arthur st chambers, Arthur st East, Merchant. July 
18. Longcroft and Myers, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Parker, — Chew Stoke, Somerset, Gent. July 12. Nickolls, 

jew Magna 

Parnell, Richard, Trewen, Cornwall, Yeoman. July 15. White and 
Dingley, Launceston 

Porter, Elizabeth, Deptford, Licensed Victualler. 
and Co, Deptfo rd 

Racine, Francis Oliver Liddell, Lower Thames st, Ship Broker. July 
17. Browne-Kidd:r and Son, John st, Bedford row 

Rees, Mary Lewis, Stanley st, Pimlico. Aug 1. Tocque, Alderman- 
b 


ary 
Richards, John, Warminster, Wilts, Gent. Aug 31. 
Ponting, Warminster 
Savours, Jenkin, Tynyrheol, Glamorgan, Gent. 
and Son, Neath 
a Louisa Frances, The Mount, York. Augl., Leeman and Co, 
or! 


Stepakens, John, Bengeworth, Worcester, Gent, July 10, Byrch and 
Cox, Evesham 

ey John, jan, Garston, Lancasbire, Licensed Victualler. July 

Whitley and Maddock, Liverpool 

Teeeriten John, Manafield, Notts, Gent. Novl. Parsons, Notting- 
am 

Wigmore, Thomas, Painswick, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 1. Heelas 
and Davis, Stroud 

Workman, John, Cheltenham, Livery stable keeper. July 27. Hem- 
ming, Cheltenham 

Tvuxspay, June 18, 1878. 
Arnold, Joseph, Plymouth, Ironmonger. July 20. Pridham and 


Co, Plymouth : 
Bentley, Catherine, Shrewsbury. Jaly 31. Longueville and Co, 


Oswestry 
— Margaret, North Ferriby, York. Aug 17. Stamp aad Co, 


Bolton, berg North Ferriby, York. July 1. Todd, Hall 
—— > bert, Baker st, Portman sq, Farmer. Aug i2. Layton and 
» Budge row 
Boville, Matthew, Osmotherly, York, Esq. July 20. Garbutt and 
Faweett, Stockton-on-Tees 
Anne, Right Honourable Dowager Countess of Seneaein, 
—* Cavendish sq. Aug3l. Crosse and Co, Lancaster place, 


Strand 
Cates, Thomas Walter, Sussex place, South Kensington, Job Master. 
July 22. Smith and Son, Furnival’s ina 
Cloak lane, Solicitor, Sept 18. Raven and Co, Queen 
Victoria st 
Douglas, Lary ag Henry, Winchester, Corset Maker. July #4, Wool- 
dridge and Co, Winchester 
we hternen, Butleigh, Somerset, Gent. July 27. Welsh and Eat- 
in, Somerset 
Ewens, Benedict, Gloucester, Gilder. July 8. Bonnor, Gloceeater 
Forrest, James, Bradfor, Ta Aug = Hutcninson, Bradford 
Gossage, Wil iam, Widnes, Lancashire, M anufacturing Chemist. Jaly 
8. Nelson, Searenen Pountoey Lane 
Hamilton, Henry R se, a ar tn nr Hastings, Esq. Sept 2S. 


John Hamilton, Lynstead, nr Sitrin 
bony Wortley, | may ey ton Spinner, July 31, Nel- 


ey Jabez, 

=>. Ezekiel Weg Aboyne, Aberdeen, July 15. Bennett, 

Hawkins, John, Hitchin, Herts, July 1. Hawkins and Lindsell, 
Heopalt bat Gateshead, Ironfounder, Aug |. Bye tee 


castie-u) 
wuborrow, Wiliam, Leighterton, Gloucester, Gent. Aug 1. Bre 


Jane 22, Whitshead, 


non 
a, Louisa, New Walk terrace, York. 


Sharp and 


Merriman, King’s 


Jaly 25. Sandom 


Chapman and 
July 20. Kempthorne 


a er, “= Taw, Chorley, Lancashire, Civil Engineer, July 31. 
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-Jessop, Mary, Bridlington Quay, York. July 20. ‘Wood, - Ponte- 
fract 


J , Matthew, York, YJoman. July 20. Wood, Fontefract 
Kite, James, Bast Wickham, Kent, Gent. July ‘do. ‘Whale, ‘Wool- 


wich 

Lancaster, Oharles William, New Bond st, Gun Maker. July 24. 
Gole, ! ime st 

Lane, Priscilla Buxton, Bonanza villas, Hackney. July 15. Holder, 
King st, Chespside 

Leonards, Francis, Brompton sq, Esq. 
Angel ct, Throgmorton st 

Lee, Thomas Fuller, Stoke, Surrey, Builder. Au3 1. Smallpiece and 


Sons, Guildford 
Mee, Gilbert, Ticknall, Derby, Farmer. Aug 1. Sale and Mills, 


Aug 1. Dawes and Sons, 


Derby 
Michell, Sarai, Horsham, Sussex. July 20, Medwin and Co, Hor- 


sham 

Milner, Christopher, Liverpool, Victualler. Aug 12. Hore and Co, 
Liverpool 

“Orel, John, Penyfford, Flint, *Farmer. July 31. Walker and Smith 
Chester 

Pitt, Thomas T-aac. Southwick st, Hyde Park. July 27. Noon and 
Clarke, B'omfield st ; 3 

Shippera, Mattnew, Boltby, York, Tailor. July 8. West, Thirsk 

Simons, Anne, Morland villas, Highbury hill park, July 18. Tatham 
ard Co, Queen Victoria st 

Tomlinson, William, East Retford, Notts, Architect. July 17, Mar- 
shal and Co, East Retford 

“Ward, Thomas, Liverpool, Master Mariner. July 4. Gee, Liver- 
pool 

White, William, Southport, M.D. Ormerod and Allen, 
Manchester 

Whi'fiel’, William, Rotherham, Gent. July 31. Marsh and Pollard, 
Rotherham 

“Whitlaw, Frances Jane, Jeffries rd, Claphamrd. Aug. Lindsay 
and Co, Basinghall st 


Aug 1. 


Bankrupts. 
Femay, June 21, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar 
To Surrender in London, 
ws by rey +3 Milkwood rd, Camberwell, Grocer, PetJune17. Pepys 
aly 2 at 12 
Mason, Frank, King’s rd, Che'sea, Preserved Provision Merchant. 
Pet June 19. Spring-Rice. July 2 at 2 
Perrott, Evelyn, Connaught place, Hyde park, PetJune 20, 
July 19 at 11.40 
Stokes, Robert George, and Pharour Chaderton Brewster, Queen st, 
Cooopette, West India Merchants. Pet June 19, Spring-Rice. 
uly 9 at 11 
Wal'er, George, Leadenballst, Wine Merchant. Pet June 19. Spring- 
Rice. July 2 at 1 
‘Williams, Thomas, Old Gravel lane, St George’e-in-the-East, Oakum 
Merchant. Pet June 19. Spring-Rice. July 3 at 12.30 


Pepys. 


‘To Surrender in the Country. 
Anderson, David Charles, Braiford, Commission Agent. Pet Jane 18. 
Lee, Brad ord, July 2 at 12 
Curry, Christopher, Darlington, Fruit Merchant. Pet June 19, 
Cresby. Stockton-on-Tees July 5 at 11.15 
Haines, Henry, Pewsey, Wilts, Innkeeper. Pet June 17. Smith. 
Bath, July 3 at 12 
-Jadi, James, Broadway, Turnham Green, Coffee House ‘Keeper. 
Pet June ll. Ruston Brentford, Jaly 2 at 3 
Kingcome, Eliza Wilhelmina, Liverpool, Sailmaker. Pet Jane 17. 
Ovoper, Liverprol, Juiy 2 at 12 
Knich’, William, Boctie, nr Liverpool, Cart Owner. Pet June 17, 
Beliringer. Liverpool, July’4 at 12 
Land, Joseph, James Havelock Land, and Philemon Land, Bradford. 
Pet June 18. Lee. Bradford, July 4 at 12 
Routledge, Daniel, Barrow-in-Furness, Bath Proprietor. Pet June 19. 
Posletbwei'e. Barrow-in-Farness, Ju'y 5 at 11 
Taylor, William, Chadderton, Lancashire, Builder, Pet Jano 19. 
Twerda'e. Oldham, July 3 at ll 
Webs er, R bert Alexander Macintosh, Nottingham. Pet June 17. 
Patchitt. Noitincham, July © at 10 
Wood, Thomas Gard, Brighton, Cizb Proprietor. Pet June 6. Ever- 
shed, Brighton, June 27 at 11 


ToEsDAY, June 25, 1878. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London, 
Ross, Louis Scott, and Charles Parr, Mincing lane. Pet Jane 20, 
. yg oe 10 at 12.30 
ucke!, John, Durset mews East, Portman sq, Livery Stable K r. 
Pet June 21. Pepys. July 12 at.12 pe ot 
Freundlich, Ado!ph, Hatton Garden, Diamond Merchant. Pet Jane 20, 
‘Pepys. Ju'y 10 at t 
as =: mae John, Boulogne-sur-Mer. Pet June2i. Pepys. July 12 
a 


To Surrender in the Country. 
Burfitt, Henry, Gillingham, Dorset, Cheese Manufacturer. Pet Jane 
22. Wi'son. Salisbury, July 10-at 12 
Davies, Thomas, Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet June 17, Russell. 
Merthyr Tydvil, June 2 at 11 
Garland, Jnmes, Newcsstle-upon-Tyne, Jeweller. Pet Jane 20. Mor- 
timer Newcastle, July 6 at 11.30 
«Goute, Fisher Hulse, Manchester, Draper. Pet Jane 20. Lister. 
Manchester, July 22-at 1! 
“Green, Arthur, 8altertor, Wilts, Gent. Pet June'22. Wilson, ‘Salis- 
ory, July 11 at 12 





McKie, John, Haslingden, Lancashi: t of business, 
re, ow! U 
Bolton, Biackburn, July 1! at 11 30 Pet Jitne %, 
Newbery, John, Taunton, Greeagrocer. Pat June 21, “Meyje, 
Rosman y esi i. M id, Halifax, 
edman, John, Matthew Mirfield, Ha’ Worsted § 
BL a wer: 
yle, Pookes, Man uctionter, une 20, Lister, 
chester, July 150t il “— 
Smith, George, Wadhurst, Sussex, Butcher. Pet June 21, Cripps, 
Tunbridge Wells, July 12 at 3 
teed, Sally, Brighton, out of business. Pet June 21, Evershed, 
. a sy 19 -* O. sain veiduadie 
teele. orge, Onneley 0) nnkeeper. Pet June 20, peakman 
econ aly 8 at 11 ae re i : : 
ange, William, Southampton, Butcher. Pet Junel5, Da 
Southampton, July 8 at12 > jun, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Frrpay, June 21, 1878, 


Cowgill, Henry, Blackburn, Innkeep2r. May:27 

ey — Campbell Binstead, Folkestone, of no occupatiog 
une | r 

“ee Matthew, West Boldon, Durham, House Builder. Joy 


James, Philip Herbert, Liverpool, Tea Merchant. June 7 


Tvespay, June 25, 1878, 
Grleman, William Juby, Budge row, Manufacturing Chemist. Jy, 
0 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, June 21, 1876, 


Allwood, Alfred James, Bradford-on-Avon, Wilts, Baker. July 5at 
12.30 at the Great Western Hotel, Dorchester st, Bath. Grey, Brad. 
ford-on-Avon 

Ambler, Samuel Troughton, Drighlington, York, Drysalter, July4 
at 3 at offices of Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 

Andersen, John Corbet, Croydon, Surrey, Artist. July 1 at 3 at offices 
of Bell, Cursitor st, Chancery lane 

Ashton, Thomas Felix, St. James’ rd, Bermondsey, Builder. July) 
at 2 at the Bridge House Hotel, London Bridge. Arnold, Townhal- 
chanibers, Southwark 

Babst, Edward, Middlesborough, Ooal Agent. July 3 at 3 at olfitesof 
Peacock, Zetland rd, Middlesborough 

Barker, John Joseph, Bath, Artist. July 12 at 11 at the Swan Hota, 
Broad st, Bristol. Kilvert-Bartrum, Bath 

Barnes, William Herbert, Derby, Assistant to a Grocer. July 4atdat 
offices of Robotham, 8:. Alkmund’s-churchvard, Derby 

Bath, Edwin, Redruth, Cornwall, Mercer. July 5 at-11 at offites of 
Downing and Paige, Redruth 

Beaumont, Abraham, Lindley, nr Huddersfield, Tailor. July 3at8# 
offices of Welsh, Queen st, Huddersfield 

Bennett, Joseph, jun., Fratton, Portsea, Licensed Victualler’s Barman. 
July 3 at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Bills, John Wolsey, Dukinfield, Cheshire, Builder, July 8 ab 3 a 
offices of Whitehead, Stamford st, Stuly bridge 

Blackston, Saul, Leeds, Cap Manuficturer. - July 5 at 12 at offices of 
Bond and Barwick, Albion place, Leeds 

Bland, George, Ooleby, Lincoln, Farmer. July 2 at 3 at offices of 
Toynbee and Co, Bank st, Lincoln 

Blenkinsop, John, Gateshead, Pianoforte Dealer. July 8 at 3 at offices 
of Keenlyside and Foster, Grainger st west, Newcastle-upon- 

Boardmam, William, Southport, Wheelwright. July 10 at 12 at offices 
of Vine, Dalest, Liverpocl. Bimson, Liverpool 

Boot, Herbert, Hucknall Torkard, Notts, Joiner. Jaly 8 at 12 & 
offices of Fraser, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 

Booth, Frederick, Farnworth, Lancashire, Piamber. June 28 at 3 a 
oftices of Robinson, Acresfield, Bolton 

Brown, George, Wilmineton, Kingston-upon-Hall, Boat Builder. July 
3 at 2 at offices of Carlill and Burkinshaw, Parliament st, Kingste- 
upon-Hull. Thorney, Kingston-upon-Hull 

Brown, Richard Hornby, Towngate, Lvyland, Lancashire, Coal Dealer. 
July | at 11 at offices of Cooper, Fox st, Preston 

Bryant, Alfred, Landport, Hants, Schoolmaster. July 3 at 4 at offices 
of Whitehall, Union st, Portsea 

Byner, Albert Henry, Sedlescomb, Sussex, Grocer, July 4 at 12 at the 
George Hotel, Battle. Shepard 

Cha llen, Benjamin Richard Seymour, Widegate st, Bishopsgate, Pre 
served Provision Merchant. July 3 at 2 at the Guildhall Oofle 
House, Gresham st. Ince and Co, Threadneedle st 

Child, James, and Alfred Child, Acworth, York, Farmers. July dat 3 
at Kitson’s Hotel, Wakefi-id. Pulian 

Crompton, Ralph, Bury, Lancashire, Draper. ‘July 10 at 11 -at offices 
of Whitehead and Co, Bolton st, Bury 

Darby, John, East st, Walworth rd, Ironmonger. July 4 at 3 at offices 
ot Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Davies, Thomas Luffman, Bristol, Wholesale Tea Dealer. July 8’at2 
at offices of Richardson, Clare st, tris:ol 


Davis, Alfred, Birmingham, Builder. July 3at 10.15 at offices of Bast, 

Cherry st, Birmingham 

Dennis, John, Silverton, Devon, Carpenter. July 4at 4 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exe:er 

Deverill, Moses, ‘Trowbridge, Fishmonger. July 5 at 2.80 at the Grest 
Western Hote!, Dorchester st, Bith. Grey, Bradford-on-Avon 

Donkin, James, Liverpool, Tallow Chandler, ‘July 4 at 3'at offices of 
Jones and Pride, North John st, Liverpool 

Edwards, Edward, Hilmar Von Schwartz, and Thomas Apsimon, Liver 
pool, Ootice Brokers, duly 4at 2 * oe of Banner and ‘S02, 

orth John st, Liverpool. Harvey an , Liverpool 

Evans, John, Abertillery, Mon, Groeer, July 3 at 10.30 at the Commer- 
cial Hotel, Abe: tilery. Morgan, Pontyp isd of 

Gall, Thomas, Halifax, Timber Merchant. ‘July 5 at 3 at offices 
Wavell and Co, George st, Halifax 3 

Galloway, s, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Confectioner. July 1st 
at offices of Hoyle and Co, Collingwood st, N 
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é le; William Henry;-Balwell;- Notts; Miller. July 2 at 3 at offices 
~~ of Briaht, Wheeler gate, Nottingham 
Gann, Joseph Horlock, East Du'wich, Commission Agent, July 13 at 
4 at offices ‘of Brooks, Gracechurch st 
Goddard, George, Camden Mews, Camden-rd, Horse Dealer. July\ 4 
_gt 3. at 88, Chancery lane , 
-Goodrick, Dover, York, Labourer. July 6.at 42 at offices of Wilkinson, 
_ $v. Helen’s sq 
: George James, Gifford st, Kingsland rd, House Decorator. 
l at 11 at the Liquidation Co, Finsbury place 
_Greham, William, Brampton, Derby, Grocer. July 8 at 3 at offices of 
Cowdell, High +t, Chesterfield 
Granger, John, Kirkgate, Leeds, Hatter. July 2 at 3 at offices of Low- 
rey, South parade, Leeds ‘ 

t, Gorge .Alexander, Newcas'le-upon-Tyne, Provsion Dealer. 
July 5 at 12 at offices o' Rage, Grainger st, Newcastle-upor-Tyne 
Grifiths, David Lewis, Neath Abvey, nr Neath, Builder. July 10 at 12 

a’ (ffic’s of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 
Gudgin, Thomas, Astwood, Buckingham, Farmer. July 3 at 11 at 
offices of Mitchell and Webb, St Paul’s sq, Bedford 
Gunter, Charles, Alveston Gloucester, Farmer. July 3at 1 at offices 
of Beckingham, Albion cham’ ers; Broad s', Bristol 
is, Richard, Dunh»m-npon-Trent, Nottingham, Draper. July 3at 
lbat _— ot Dye and Kirkup, Bank st Chambers, Lincoln. Brogden, 
Lincoln 
Hattersley, Wiliam McLean, Altofts, nr Wakefield, Innkeeper. July 
$at 3 at offices of Burton, Wood s:, Wakefield 
Hawkins, Fred, Exeter, Butcher July 4 at 3 at the Castle Hotel, 
Castle st, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 
Haworth, Jeremiah, Blackpool, Lodging house keeper. July 6at 10at 
offices of Morgan, Chureh st, Blackpool 
Heinemann, Conrad, Oxford at, Stepney; Baker. July 4 at ll at offices 
of Russel, Co eman st 
‘Biseock, William Henry, Frances cottages, Whetstone, Plasterer. 
Ju'y 15 at 4.at the Rose Cottage, North End, Finchiey. Wells, 
‘Paternoster 1ow 
Hogg. John, West Bromwich, Boot Dealer. July 5 at 12 at offices of 
Reece and Harris, New st, Birmingham 
Holmes, George, Halifsx, Saddier. July lL at 11 at the White Swan 
Hotel, Princess st, Halifax 
Moltby, William Driffield, Haxby, York,Gent. July 8 at 3 at officesof 
James, Lendal 
Howard, John, Borough, Licensed Victualler, July 9 at 2 at offices of 
‘Layton and Co, Butge.row 
Howitt, Thomas, Not:ingham, Printer. July 5 at 12 at officesof Belk, 
"Middle pavement, Nottingham 
Hoghes, Peter, Holywell, Fit, Confectioner. July 4 at 3at offices of 
Evans, Wells st, Holyweil 
Hoyle, ‘Thomas, and Arthur Daly, Lark Mills, Rochdale, Corn Mer- 
ehents, July 4 at 3 at the Mitre Hotel, Cathedrai gates, Manchest 
Walker, Mauchester 
Hurwitz, Hermann, and Charles Aaron, Birmingham, Trimmings 
eerehoosynen. July'3 at 11 at offices of Solomon, Ann st, Birming- 
Ireland, John. William, Edmonton, Schoolmaster. Joly 15 at 3 at 
Offices of Chamberlain, Kasingh»]i st 
darvis, Charles, East Dean, Gloucester, Grocer. July 5 at 12 at offices 
of Collins, Broad st, Bristol. Parker, Newnham 
Jenkins, Evan, Roath, Cardiff, ‘Builder. July ¥ at 3 at offices of 
_— -_ a Co, Philharmonic-chambers, Card ff. Daltons and 
, Ca: 
Jones, Rees William, Tythecstone, Glamorgan, Farmer. July 9 at 12 
at Offices of Thomas, Queen st, Neath 
Kaye, James, Staniey-cum-Wr-nthorp3, York, Joiner. July 3 at 3 at 
éffice- of Horner, Wood st, Wakefield 
Kirk, William, Sh:pley, York, Pork Botcher. Jnly | at 4,30 at offices 
Richardson and Morns. Vie oria-buildings, Shipley 
Knox James, Saltney. Fiint, Kngineer. July 3 at 11 at the Queen’s 
Hotel, Chester. Churton, Chester 
Koox, Jihn, Esh, Durham, Butcher. July 3 at 2 at offices of Stan- 
ford, Collingwood st, Newcastle-npon-Tyne 
Jaw, Char'es Henry, Devon, Commi-sicn Agent. July 4at 2-at the 
Castle Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Frien’, Exeter 
Maciadle, Thomas Ausiin, Live pool, Team Owner. July 5 at 2.30 
at offices of Cotton, South John st, Leverpool 
vern, Obarles, Cheltenham, Grocer. July 4 at 3 at offices of 
Stroud, Clarence parade, Cheltenham 
bis, Michae! Sain:e!, Birmingham, Dealer in Jewellery. July 
2 at 10.15 at offices vf Ea-t, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Martin, Richard, Aston, Birm'.gham. out of business. June 29 at 
10.15 at offices of East, Cherry st, Birmingham 
Meadows, William Henry, Stamtord, Lincoin, Butcher. July 5at llat 
Offices of Law St Mory’s place, Stamford 
McCarty, William, Russia lave, Victoria park, Boot Mennfacturer. 
June 28 at 3 at offices of Thwaites, Broke rd, Daiston. Parke, Cole- 
brooke row 
try, Bartholomew, Leeds, Grocer, Ju!y 4 at 3 at offices of Pullan, 
Bank cha: bers, Park row, Leeds 
McPherson, Jch» Robert, Ventonville rd, Brush Maker's Assistant. 
June 29 at 10.at offices of Marshall, Bedford row 
\son, Thomas Frederick, G:ext Blond st, Southwark, Timber Mere 
ome July 4.at 3.at offices of Peddell, Guildhall chambers, Bas- 
st 
Mitsh»ll, Samuel John, Newport, Mon, Grocer. July 4 at 11 at offices 
of Jines, Philharmonic. chambers, St Mary st, Cardiff 
i, Alexander, Newenstie-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker. July 12 
at 2 at offices of El.d.n, R ya! arcade, Neweastle-upon- l'yne, 
Morgan, William Reyno'd, Neath, Grocer. July 2 at | at offices of 
ingham, Broad st, Bristol. Morgan. Neath 
‘William, Kegworth, Leicester, Coal Merchant. July 8 at 12 
at offices of Goode and Clifford, Kaxtergate, Lougu borough 
nor, John, Mow Side, Manchester, Draper. July 4 at 11 at 
of Sutton.a d Ellio:t, Fount:in st, Manchester 
‘Part, Thomas Richard-on, Wigan, Ironmonger. July 15 at 1 at the 
ed Hotel, Cherry st, Birmingham, Mayhew and Adcock, 
: Jobn, St-eple Morden, Cambridge, Farmer. July 8 at ll at 
the Old Orown Inn, Royston sf 





Pell, George, Northampton, 'Ironmonger. Jaly’5\ at 11 at offices of 
Rands, Newland, Northampton 

Preece, Robert, Sheffield, Genera’ Dealer. July 2 at 11-at the’Cutlers’ 
Hall, Church st, Sheffeld. .Rodgers and Co 

Price, James, Liverpool, Ironmonger. July 8 at 3 at Offices of Parkin- 
son, Commerce court, Lord st, Liverpool 

Price, Walter Herbert, Norwich, Corn Merehant, July 6 at 12 at office 
of Miller and Co, Bank chambe's, Norwich 

Pring, John, Honiton, Devon, Inokeeper. July 3 at 1 at offices of 

Every, New st; Honiton 

Pritchard, John, Bainbridge, York, Coachbuilder. July 6 at 12 at offices 
of Teale, Leyburn 

Prosser, Charles, Blaenavon, Mon, Licensed Victualler. July 3 at 12 

at offices of Triges, Broad st, Bristol. Benson, Bristol 

Prudence, John William, Old st, st Luke’s, Furniture Dealer. July 5 
at 3 at offices of Blewiit and ‘I'yler, Gracechurch st 

Ratcliff>, John Jasper Dean, Bristo!, Moulding Manufacturer. July 3 
at 12 _ offices of Ware, Shannon court, Corn st, Bristol. Cossham, 
Briato! 

Reeves, Samuel, Gotherington, Gloucester, Farmer. July 8 at 11 at 
offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 

Reb:ns, William, Bristol, House Painter. June 29 at 12 at offices of 
Essery, Guiléhali, Broad st, Bristol 

Robinson, John, Bootle, nr Liverpool. out of business. July 3 at 3 at 
Offices of Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Robson, Janet, North Shieid«, Marine Store D-aler. 
Offices of Joe', Newgate st, Newca-tle-upon-Tyne 

Roeper, Thomas, Lambeth hil!, Kaightrid-r st, Boot Manufacturer. 
July 10 at 4 at 145, Cheapside. Dutton, Churion st, Pim lico 

Ross, James, Birmingham, Licensed Brewer. July 5at 11 at-offices 
of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Rumsey, Rev James, Oxford. July 3 at 12 at offices of Bickerton, St 
Michael's chambers, Ship st, Oxford 

Shaw, James, Leicester, Jewe ler. July 8 at 3 at offices of Loseby and 
Bru ton, Market place, Leicester 

Shepherd, Joseph, Church st, Edgware rd, Ironmonger. July 2 at3 
at offices o' Bourn, Pat-rnoster row. Wells, Paternoster row 

Simpson, Wil iam James, Ashton-under-Lyue, Bootmaker. July 8 at 
3 at the Pitt and “Nelson Hotel, Old st, Ashton-under-Lyne. Toy 
and Broadbent. Ashton under-Lyne 

Stout, Jane, Kirby Lonsdale, Westmorland, Grocer. July 5 at 12 at 
offices of Picard, Kirby Lonsdale x 

Strugnell, Peter, Waltham Chase, Hants, Timber Merchant. July 1] 
at 4 at offices of King, North st, Portsea 

Sutton, Josiah, Bromsgrove, Worcester, Coal Dealer. July Sat ll at 
offices of Housman, Kidderminster rd, Bromsgrove 

Tsylor, Henry Hy'!ton, Midd esborough. Chemist. June 29 at 1 at 
Abbott’s Hotel, York. Spry, Middlesborouch ' 

Taylor, Peter, Hulme, Auctioneer. July 8 at 10 at offices of Harris, 
Blue Boar court, Manchester 

Thompson, John, Aycliffe, Durham, Farmer. July | at 3 at Offices of 
Barron, High row, Darlington 

Tompkins, William, Butiers Marston, Warwick, Farmer. July 8 at 12 
at the White Horse Hotel, Banbury. Lane 

Tondeur, C'eon, Bishopwearmouth, out of business. July 2 at 12 at 
Offices of Tiller, West Sunnyside, Sunderiand 

Toole, James, Churchgate, Bolton, Licensed Victualler. July 2 at 3 at 
6ffices of Ramwell and ‘'o, Mawdsley st, Bol on 

Townsend, Thomas, Carmarthen, Boot Maker. July 6 at 3 at the 
Guildhall, Carmarthen, Lloyd, Haverfordwest 

Troutt, George, Bath, Auctioneer. July 9at 12 at offices of Collins, 
Abb y churchyard, Bath 

Turley, Henry, Hednes‘ord, Stafford, Colliery Clerk. July 8 at 11 at 
offices of Crump, Bridge st, Walsall 

Veiter, Philip Jacob, Romilly terrave, Harrow rd, Tailor, July 1 at 3 
at offices of Fox, 8c Mary’s sq, Paddington 

Vickers, John, Ardwick, Lancashire, Builder. July 4 at 3 at offices of 
Price ana Weodeok. St Jsmes sq, Manchester 

Wak: field, William, Abinghali, Gloucester, Grocer. 
Ottices of Parker, Newnh im 

Ward, James, Blackpool, Stall Keeper. July 5 at 2 at offices of Black- 
burst, Fox st, Preston 

Warrington, George, Leek, Stafford, Butcher. 
of Challinor and Co, Derby s', Leek 

Wasserbe: g-r, Anton, H«tfi-ld st, B!-ckfrars, Sign Writer. July 3 at 
3 at othces of Cooper, Chancery lane 

Weary, John Arthur, Trevevidoe, Cornwall, Farmer. July 10 at 1 at 
offices ot Wailis, Marker st, Bodmiu 

Webster, James, Wakefield, Builder. July 11 at 11 at offices of Jan- 
song and Co, Barstow -q, Wakefield 

Webster, Thomas Biggin, Sheffi-id, Cutlery Manufacturer. July 4at3 
at the Cutiers’ Hail, ‘ hurch st, Sheffield. Webster, Sheffield 

White, John Francis, Brotton, York, Diaper. July 3 at 12 at offices of 
Jackson and Jackvon, Albert ra. Middlesborough 

Whitehead, W liam, Dewsbury, Cab net Maker. Joly 9 at 10.30 at 
offices of Ridgway and Ridxway, Union at, Dewsbury : 

Wolstencroft, Samuel, Knutsford, Che-hire, Corn Dealer, July 8 at 3 
4 the Mitre Hotel, Cathedral yard, Manchester, Leigh, Man- 
chester 

Wyatt, Frederick, Cumberland st, Goodge st, Letterpress Printer. 
July | at 3 at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Basinghall 
at. Crozier, King Wiliam st 

Tuespay, June 25, 1878. 

Badccck, Henry Tavlor, Lawrence lane, Cheapside, Manufactarer. 
July 11 at 3 at offices of Saffery and Co, Old Jewry chambers. East- 
wood, Crosby sq 

Baker, Alfred Warren, Aston, Warwick, Newspaper Proprietor, July 
2 at 1} at offices of Harvaed, Waterloo et, Bi mingham 

Barker, Bevjamin, and William Thouipson Barker, Hitchin, Hertford, 
Clothiers. July 12 at 2.30 at ottives of ‘Times, Portmill lane, 
Hitchin 

Bickerton, Herber', Port»bello, Staffrd, Licensed Victualler. July 8 
at 3 at offices of Wilicock, Queen’s chambers, Nortn st, Wolver- 


July 5 at 2 at 


July 2 at 12 at 


June 26 at 11 at offices 


ham 
Biss, nl , Portishead, Somerset, Builder. July 8 at 11 at offices of 
Campbell and Salmon, S: Ste.hen st, Bristol 


Bridgwood, George, Stafford, Butcher. July 4 at 3 at the Swan Hotel, 
Stafford. Morgan, Stafford 
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Daniel Bateman, Bradford, Machine Woolcomber. July 6 at | Prince, James Smith, Hilton, Derby, out of business. July 5 at n 
11 at offices of Wood and Co, Commercial Bank buildings, Bradford at the Clarendon Hotel, Station st, Derby. » Burton-on. 
Britton, Richard, John Broadbent Britton, and Alfred Britton, Hunslet, Trent ~ 
Leeds, Earthenware Manufacturers. July 5 at 2 at officesof North | Pring, Isaac, Cardiff, Grocer. July 4 at 2 at the Grand Hotel, Brogg 
ard Sons, East parade, Li Bristol. Evans, Cardiff 


, Leeds 

Brown, William, South Shields, Grocer. July 8 at 10 at offices of Blair, 
King st, South Shields 

Butler, George, Winchester, Assistant Brewer. July 8 at 2 at offices 
of Adams ani Co, Jewry st, Winchester 

Butler, Mary, Withington, Lancashire, Butcher. July 10 at 3 at offices 
of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, John Daiton st, Manchester 

Butler, Thomas, Elm st, Gr«y’s inn rd, Blaekemith, July 11 at 3 at 
offices of Bolton and Mote, Gray’s inn sq 

Calder, Frank, Totterdown, Bristol, Builder. July 5 at 2 at offices of 
Tricks and Co, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristol. Ward, Bris*ol 

Charlton, William, Aiswunderby-with-Bondgate, York. Ironfounder. 
July 9 at 1 at the Golden Lion Inn, Market place, Northallerton. 
Peley, York 

Clough, William, Rock Ferry, Cheshire, Baker. July 5 at 3 at offices 
of Thomps., Hamilton st, Birkenhoad © 

Combe, Henry Edward Synder, Cassland rd, South Hackney, ont of 
business. July 3 at 10.15 at offices of Hicks, Globe rd, Mile end 

Creshaw, Benjamin, Willenhall, Stafford. Chartermaster. July 11 at 
11 at offices of Vaughan, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Crossiey. John, Halifax, Coal Merchant: Jnly 15 at 11 at offices of 
Stansfeld, Shakespeare st, Ward’s end, Halifax 

Darby, Rev John Clere Scott, Machen, Mon. July 10 at 2.30 at offices 
offices of Pain and Son, lock st, Newport 

Davenport, Jame, Quinton, Worcester, Commercial Traveller. July 
3 at 3 at offices o' Jaques, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Davis, Philip Howard, Manchester, Cigarette Manufacturer. July 11 
at 3 at offices of Sale and Co, Booth st, Manchester 

Dodd, Thomas, Chester, Painter. Jaly 8 at 11 at offices of Churton, 
Eas’ ga‘e buildings, Chester 

Drysdale, George Arrow:mith, Swansea, Colliery Proprietor. July 4 
at 2 at offices of Glascodine, Fisher st, Swansea 

Etchells, Wesley Guilleaume, Huddersfield, Machine Merchant. 
8 at 3 at offices of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Haddersfield 

Friend, Richard Henry, Upper Wa!mer, Kent, Plumber. July 8 at 10 
at 9, Middie st, Deal. Draw, 1 

Frost, Samuel. Leyton rd, Strat ord New Town, Flour Dealer. July 9 

Jaly 3 at 1] at 


Jaly 


st 3 at offices of Wood, Ba*:nzhall st 

Gilbert, Jonathar, Hanley, Sewing Machine Dealer. 
the Qzeen’s Hotel, Hanley. Ashmall, Hanley 

Gillis, Robert, Liverpool, Bootmaker. July 10 at 2at offices of Browne, 
Dale st, Liverpool 

Glabolm, Jame*, Ponteland, Northumberland, Farmer. July 10 at 2 
at offices of Sewell, Grey st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Gorringe, Henry, Victeria Dock rd, Essex, Batcher. July 11 at 2 at 
offices of Pearce and Sons, Giltspur st 

Haddock, James, 8t Helen’s, Lancashire, Colliery Proprietor. July 
10 at 2.30 at offices of Lucan and Co, Water st, Liverpool 

Halliday, Felix Chatfield, Cromwell place, Mortlake, Wine Merchant, 
July 15 at 3 at offices of Hicks and Arnold, Wellington st, Strand 

Hankins, Frederick, Birmingham, Butcher. July 5 at 2 at offices of 
Burtn, Union passage, Birmingham 

Harrison, Alexander, Liverpool, Builder. July 9 at 3 at offices of 
Cieaver a a Holden, Dale st, Liverpool 

Harrison, Thomas, Lewisham. Kent, Schoolmaster. July 10 at 12.30 
at the Guildhall Tavern. Nethersole, London wall 

Harrop, Peter, West G orton, nr Manchester, Provision Dealer. 
8 et 3 at offices of C bbe't ani Co, Brown st, Manchester 

Heritage, Civarles Sydney, Leamington Priors, Grocer. July 8 at 12 
at offices of Over’li aod Son, Warwick st, Leamington Priors 

Hind, Fre‘erick, Holmer, Hereford, Innkeeper. July 4. at 10.39 at 
offices of Garroid, Widemarsh st, Hereford 

Hodges, Herry, Redwicr, Gloucester, Grocer. July 9 at 12 at offices 
of Gwynn and Co, Ail Saint-’ evurt, Bristol 

Hope, Henrv, Manchester, Draper. July 10 at 3 at offices of Atkinson 
ane Co, N riolk st, Manchester 

Howells, RB» ert, New Bond st, Hatter. July 10 at 1 at 29, South 
Molton +t, Oxford st, Sto lard 

Humphreys, Jon, Nile st, Holton, Boot Dealer. July 4 at 3 at 19, 
Worship s', Finsbury. fenton, Highgate j 

John, Kicbard, Abergaverny, Licensei Victualler. Jaly 8 at 3 at 
oftces of Jones, Frogmore +t, Abergavenny 

Jobne n, Ann, T » North » Tailor. July 5 at 11 at offices 
of Whitton, Towces'er 

Jones, Henry, A:dsch, nr Abergavenny, Builder. July 13 at 10 at 
offices of Davis, Tredegar chambers, Newport 

Jones, Stephen Giyn, Birmingham, Draper. July 4 at 12 at offices of 
Spencer, Benveit’s hii, Birmingham 

Kemp, William, Barnet, Auctioneer. Jaly 18 at 3 at offices of Lewis 
and Lewis, Kiv lace, Hioldorn 

Keny <n, John, Dentn, Lanca-ire, Manufacturing Chemist. Jaly 5 at 
52 at offices of Gou.d, St Peter’s sq, Manchester 

Law, Charis Hevry, Teigomout1, Devon, Commission Agent. July 4 
at 2 at the Casile Hotel, Castle +t, Exeter. Friend, Exeter 

Lee, Johu, Coningsby, Linc sin, ‘Builder. Joly 4 at 2 at offices of 

Clitherow, Tatt-r-hall 

Linney, James, Manchester, Manufacturer of India Rubber Articles. 
Jay 6 at 2 at offices of Kyiance «nd Barker, Eevex st, Manchester 

Maédock, John Thompson, Southport, Bailder. July 10 at 11 at offices 
of Threliali, Lard st, Southport 

MeCo: mick, Margare', Lancashire, Boot Maker. July 10 at 2 at offices 
of Johnson an4 Tilly, Sun st, Leneaster 

Miller, Tuomas. High st, Denmerk bill, Grooer. July 4at3 at offices 
Of Waiker, King’s Arms yard, Moorgate st 

Murray, Thomas, North Sie ds Draper, Jaly9 at 12 at offices of 
Ehogg, Grainger st, Newesstle-npon-Tyne 

» Abraham Benjanin, Handsworth, Jewellers’ Faotor. July 6 

at 1! at offices ef Peet, Colm re row, Birmingham 

Posed, Georve, Waiker, Northumbe: land 


Licensed Victusller, July 6 
at li wt Of Keenyside and Horsier, 8t Joha’s chambers, 
6 west, Neweastic-upen- 


July 
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Randall, Joseph, Olittonville, Sussex, Baker. July 8 at 3 at offices o 

Lamb, Ship st, Brighton 

Ridsdale, William Robert, Kingston-upon-Hull, Coal Merchant, Joly 
‘ - “| at the George Hotel, Whitefriargate, Kingston-upon-Hyij, 

Scott, George Walter, Cornhill, Share Broker. July 9 at 3 at officy 
of Christmas, Walbrook 

Simmons, Abraham, Pentonville rd, Islington, Carriage Builder, July 
4 at 2 at offices of Watson, Old Jewry 

Smith, George Lamiman, Birmingham, Steam Pipe Fitter. July @ g 
3 at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham 

Smith, Robert, Eliacombe, Torquay, Timber Dealer, July 10 at 2 g 
offices of Ham!yn, Courtenay st, Newton Abbott 

Smyth, John, Guildford, Surrey, Draper. July 3 at 1 at 162, Fleet s, 
Durbidge, Guildford 

Squires, George, Barnsley, Builder. July 13 at 11 at the County Cony 
House, Barnsley. Freeman, Barnsley 

Stevenson, William, and John Henry Hudston, Nottingham, Timber 
Merchants. July 8 at4 atthe Goorge Hotel, George st, Notting. 
ham. Everall and Turner, Nottingham 

Strudwick, Arthur John, Palborough, Coal Merchant. July 8 at 3,3 
at the Arun Hotel, Pulborough. Downer, Petworth 

Summerfield, Thomas Ford, Wednesbury, General Dealer. July 5 4 
11 at offices of Baker, Walsall st, Willenhall 

Sword, John Pearson, Tyne Docks, South Snields, Timber Merchan;, 
July 8 at 3 at offices of Purvis, King st, South Shields 

Taylor, Fr-derick, Hitchin, Hertford, Carpenter. July 13 at 1b at 
offices of Times, Portmil! place, Hitchin 

Terry, David, Castleford, York, Joiner. July 9 at2 at the Comme 
cial Hotel, Albion st, Leeds. Phillips 

Thew, James, South Shields, Grocer. July 8 at 3 at offices of Duncan 
and Duncan, Market place, South Shields 

Thomason, George, and not Thompson, Worcester, Sewing Machine 
Dealer. June 28 at 3.30 at offices of Miller and Co, Chureh g, 
Kidderminster 


Thompson, Frederick, Wakefield, Corn Miller, July 10 at 1 at ths 
be Hotel, Westgate, Wakefield. Harrison and Beaumont, Wake- 
eld 


Wazviss, John Harry, Birmingham, Tailor. July 5 at 3 at offices of 
Davies, Bennetts’ bill, Birmingham 

White, George, Liverpool, Tailor. July 10jat 3 at offices of Pontm, 
Dale st, Liverpool ? 

Whybrow, George, Hill st, Peckham, Carpenter. July 3 at datoffics 
of Marshall, Bedford row 

Widdop, Jacob, Silsden, York, Joiner. July 10 at 3 at the King’s 
Arms Irn, Church green, Keighley. Paget, Skipton 

Wildman, James, Kendal, Grocer. July 10 at 11 at the Board Roem, 
Market piace, Kendal. Thoms)n and Wilson, Kendal 

Wildman, Thomas, Kendal, Grocer. July 8 at 11 as offices of Bolton, 
Kent st, Kendal 

Wilson, George, Kirkgate, Wakefield,{Furniture Dealer. July 8 at‘! 
at offices of Lake, Southgate 

Weolff, Julias, gh ge Emigration Agent. July 9 at 2.30 at offices 
of, Cotton, South John st, Liverpool 








SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA, 


Anti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, with the 
excess of fat extracted. 

The Facalty pronounce it ‘‘ the most nutritious, perfectly digestible 
beverage for Breakfa-t, Luncheon, or Supper, and invaluable for 
Invalids aad Children.” 

Highiy commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Being without sugar, spice, or other admixture, it suits all palates, 
keeps better in all climates, and is four times the strength of cocoa 
THICKENED yet WEAKENED with starch, &o,, and IN REALITY CHEAPE® 
than such Mixtures. 

Made instantaneously with boiling water, a teaspoonful to a Break- 
fast Cap, costing less than « halfpenny. 

CocoaTina A La VANILLE is the most delicate, digestible, cheapest 
Vasilis Chocolate, ani may be taken when richer chocolate is pre 
hibited, 

In tin packets at 1s, 6d., 3s., &c., by Chemists and Grocers. 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietors, 
H. SCHWEITZEX « CO., 10, Adam-street, London, W.C. 


PAINLESS DENTISTRY. 
MR, G. H. JONES, 
SURGEON DENTIST, 


67, GREAT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
(Immediately opposite the British Museum), 
Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his perfectly 
painless system of adapting 
(Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
ARTIFICIAL TERTH sy ATMOSPHERIC PRESSURE. 
Pamphlet Gratis and Post-free. 


ESSKS. DEBENHAM, TEWSON & FARMERS 
LIST of ESTATES and HOUSES to be SOLD or LET, including 
Landed Estates, Town and Country Residences, Hunting and 
} mee Farms, Ground Rents, Kent Charges, House ya og 
‘avestments gonerally, is published on the first day of each month, 
and may be obtained, free of charge, at their Coeey ee 


or will be sent in retarn for two stamps. 
tion should be received not later then. four days previous to the ond 
of the preceding month. 
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READY ON JULY 31, 1878, 
The Sixth Edition of the 


UIDE to the PREPARATION of- BILLS of 
COSTS in all the DIVISIONS of the HIGH COURT of JUSTICE 
and in ay Edited by T. W. PRIDMORE, one of the principal 
Clerks in Taxing Masters’ Office of the Court of Chancery. 
ce Ten Shillincs and Sixpence. 
Warsstow & Sons aera, London-wa!!, Great “Winchester-street, 
od Parliamen:-street, London. 








This day, price 2s. 


URGICAL EVIDENCE in COURTS of LAW. 
By JOHN ERIC ERICHSEN, F.R.S., &c. 
‘London: Lonemans & Co. 





In 94 Vols., 8vo. 

THe LAW REPORTS, issued by the Incorporated 

Council of Law Reporting for England and Wales. The pud- 
lishers having purchased the Stock of the above for the years 1866—75, 
are prepared to supply them to members of the Lega! Profession on 
sdvante us terms. 

articulars and price list forwarded on application. 
Monten: ‘Wm. Crowes & Sons, 51, Carey-street, Lincoln’s-inn, 


EDE AND SON 
ROBE MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 
ToHe Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Judicial Bench 
Corporation of London, &c. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. 
BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, 





‘CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWNS, XC. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


LONDON GAZE td eet by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, OHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 
ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of thirty years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their continued 
mpport.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required, and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adverstise 
ment and file of ‘‘ London Gazstte” kept, By appointment. 


HE AGRA BANK (LIMITED). 
Established in 1833.—Capital, £1,000,000. 

HEAD OFFICE—NICHOLAS-LANE, LOMBARD-STREET, LONDON, 
Brancues in Edinburgh, Calcutta, Bombay, Madras, Kurrachee, Agra, 
Lahore, Shangh ai, Hong Kong. 

Current Accounts are kept at the Head Office on the terms cus- 
tomary with London bankers, and interest allowed when the credit 
balance does not fall below £100. 

Deposits received for fixed periods on the following terms, viz. :— 
At5 per cent. per annum, subject to 12 months’ notice of withdrawal. 
Ie shorter periods deposits will be received on terms to be agreed 








Bpon, 

Brits issued at the current exchange ofthe day on any ofthe Branches 
ofthe Bank free of extra charge ; and approved bills purchased or sent 
for collection. 

Sates AND Purcuasszs effected in British and foreign securities, in 
a Stock and loans, and the safe custody of the same under- 

Interest drawn and army, navy, and civil pay and pensions realized 

Every other description of banking business and money agency, 
British and Indian transacted. J. THOMSON, Chairman. 


AW REVERSIONARY INTEREST 
SOCIETY. 





24, LINCOLN’S-INN-FIELDS, W.C. 





Cuarnman—Alfred H. Shadwell, Esq. 
Depoty-Onainman—H, Cecil Raikes, "Bsq., M.P, 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
engl granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent In- 


com may also be obtained on the security ‘of Reversions, 
Annuities , Immediate; Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endow- 
ments granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 
be had at the office, 
OC. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


EVERSIONARY AND LIFE INTERESTS in 
Landed or Funded Property or per + and and ANNUITIES 
acy or Loans thereon granted, b 
QUITABLE REVERSIONARY. 1 INTEREST SOCIETY 
10, LANCASTER-PLACE, WATERLOO-BRIDGE, STRAND, 
Established 1835, Paid-up Capital, $480,000, 
Ifrequired Interest on Loans may be capitalized, 
F, 8, CLAYTON, 
QO, H. CLAYTON, } 





Joint 
Secretaries, 





YHE LONDON ASSURANCE, 
(Incorporated by Royal Charter, a.p. 1720.) 
FOR FIRE, LIFE, AND MARINE ASSURANCES, 
Head Office:—No. 7, ROYAL EXCHANGE, LONDON, E.C. 





West Enp Acewrs, 
Messrs. GRINDLAY & CO., 55, Parliament-strest, 8.W. 





Governor—EDWARD BUDD, Esq. 

Sub-Governor—MARK WILKS COLLET, Esq. 

Deputy-Governor—WILLIAM RENNIE, Esq. 
Directors. 

A. C. Guthrie, 

Louis Hath, pad 

Henry J. B. Kendall, Esq. 

Charies Lyall, Esq. 


H. Gough Arbuthnot, Esq. 
Robert Burn Blyth, Esq. 
William T. Brand, Esq. 
Major-General H. P. Burn. 


George W. Campbell, Esq. Capt. R. W. Pelly, R.N. 
George B. Dewharst, Esq. David Powell, Esq. 
Robert B. Dobree, Esq. P. F. Robertson, Esq. 
George L. M. Gibbs, Esq. Robert Ryrie, Esq.” 
Robert Gillespie, Esq. David P. Sellar, Esq. 
Howard Gilliat, Esq. Col. Leopold Seymonr. 


Henry Goschen, Esq. 


Lewis A. Wallace, Esq. 
Edwin Gower, Esq. 


William B. Watson, Esq. 





Solicitors. 
Messrs. Johnsons, Upton, Budd, & | Messrs. Collyer-Bristow, Withers, 
& Russell, 4, Bedford-row, W.C. 


Atkey, 20, Austinfriars, E.C. 





NOTICE is heraby given that the fifteen days of grace allowed for 
renewal of Midsummer Policies will expire on 9:h July. 


The Directors invite applications for Agencies for the Fire and Life 
Devartments. 

Prospectuses, copies of the Fire, Life, and Marine Accounts, and all 
other information can be had on application. 


JOHN P. LAURENCE, Secretary. 


Gia FIRE AND LIFE OFFICE. 
Lombard-street, London, £.C. 
Established 1821. 





Subscribed Capital, Two Millions. 
DIRECTORS. 
Cuaraman—Richard M. Harvey, Esq. 
Deruty-CaainmMaN—Augustus Prevost, Esq. 
Henry Hulse Berens, Esq. Rt. Hon. John G. Hubbard, M.P 
Henry Bonham-Carter, Esq. Frederick H. Janson, Esq. 
Charles Wm. Curtis, Esq. G. J. Shaw Lefevre, "Req. ap LP. 
Charles F. Devas, Esq. Beaumont W. Lubbock, Eaq. 
Sir Walter 8. Farquhar, Bart. John B. le 
Alban G. H. Gibbs, Esq. 
James Goodson, Esq. 
Archibald Hamilton, Esq. John G. Talbot, i. M.P. 
Thomson Hankey, Esq., M.P. Henry Vigne, Esq. 
Manaces oF Fist Departwent—F. J. Marsden, 
AcruaRY aNnp Secretarny—T. G. C. Browne. 


Share Capital at present paid up and invested... £1,000,000 
Total Funds, about... ons alt £2, 94,000 
Total Annua! Income upwards CO an £465,000 


N.B.—Fire Policies which expire at Midsummer: should be renewed 
at the Head Office, or with the Agents, on or before the 9th day of 
Jaly. 


VHE STANDARD LIFE ASSURANCE COM- 
PANY. 
EsTaBiisHeD 1825,—Constituted by Special Acts of Parliament. 
ANNUAL REPORT, 1878. 

The FIFTY-SECOND ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING of the 
C:mpany was hela at Edinburgh on Tuesday, the 23rd of April, 1878. 
COLIN J. MACKENZIE, Esq., of Portmore, in the Chair, when the 
following results were communicated :— 

Amount proposed for assurance during the ~—- 1877 

(2,300 proposals) evcecee £1,746,541 2 10 

Amount of assurances accepted daring the year 1877 








(1,872 policies) .......e00.-sees ee endatcscouces  EJUERD 8 
Annuel Premiums on New Policies * daring the year 

WBTT .. ane we eecccececccerscsccesses eee 42,220 1:10 
Claims by death “during on year init exclusive 

bonus additions ........0« 413,875 2 7 





FOALS... crores weenccerceses 6,327,788 10 3 
Subsisting »ssurances at. November is, 1877 ‘ot which 

£1,457,709 ls, (0d. is ye-assured with other offices) 18,902,953 12 0 

Revenue, upwards of Three Quarters of a Million Sterling per 
Annum 

tavevied Funds, upwards of Five Millions and a Quarter Sterling. 

The Report, Tables of Rates, and all further information can be 
obtained by application at the offices of the Com) in London, 
Edinburgh, and Dublin, or at any of the Agencies which have bees 
established in almost every town of importance throughout the 


kivgdom, 

Colonial and Foreign Assurances. —Assurances sane on the lives 
of persons proceeding abroad. offices and agencies in India 
and all the British Colonies, 


SPENCER C. THOMSON, Manager. 

H, JONES WILLIAMS, Geueral Secretary for Bagland,. 
London—82, King William-street, 5.0, and 3, Palimall-east, SW, 
Ruinbergh=3 and 4, George-strees (Head Odea), 
Dudiin-—66, Upper Sackville~street, 

Manchester - 110, Ring-street, 
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SWANSEA HARBOUR TRUST. 


Issue of Four and-a-half per cent. Debentures for 
the purposes of Dock Extension at Swansea. 


The SWANSEA HARBOUR TRUSTEES are prepared to receive ap- 
plications for DEBENTURES of ONE HUNDRED POUNDS and up- 
wards at FOUR. AND-A-HALF per cent. secured on their EXISTING 
REVENUE of £58,000 per annum as well as the GUARANTEED 
RENTS of £10,959 per annum of the GREAT WESTERN and MID- 
WAND RAILWAY COMPANTES and the OORPOXATION of 
SWANSEA for wharfage, and the further Revenue to be received from 
the New Docks as per estimate annexed. : 

The Trustees are a public body originally sppointed by Act of Parlia- 
ment in 1791 for the improvement of Swansea Haroour. Under 
various subsequent Acts they have constructed two Docks, affording 344 
acres of floating accommodation ; « navigable Cut of 11 acres and other 
tidal works; and nine miles of Railway; and they have also acquired 
33 acres of freehold land abuttiny on the Docks. 

The Debenture Interest is set aside in the Bankers’ hands month by 
month an¢ paid every half-year. 

FINANCIAL POSITION. 

The Revenue of the Trust has risen fr:m. £8,035 18s. 54. in 1851 
(previous tothe completion of any Dock) to £58,245 63, 4d. for the 
financial year ending 30th June last. The surpius over working ex- 
penses and interest between those dates has reached the sum of 
£76,942 2s, 9d., which has been expended cn productive works for the 
benefit of the harbour and bears no interest. ~ 

The Revenue for the first six months of the present financial year 
was £31,697 17s. 6d., leaving a surplus over expenditure of 
£3,128 15s. 8d,, which is at the rate of £6,257 Ils. 4d, per snnum. 

The debenture debt of the Trustees (exclusive of this issue) is 
£624,242, nearly all of which has been raised locally. Of this the sum 
of £146,242 is secured on Original Bonds which are a first charge, but 
are redeemable only at the option of the Trustees, and the balance of 
£478,000 on Terminable Debentures whioh, with those now to be 
created, rank accordiog to the date of issne. 

THE NEW WORKS. 

To meet the growing requirements of the Port, the Trustees have, 
by tbe Swansea Harbour Act, 1874, obtained powers to construct a 
new Dock of 29} acres water srea immediately adjoining the mineral 
termini of the Great Western and Midland Railways, and communi- 
cating with the London and North-Western Railway by means of the 
existing railway system of the Port. 

£STIMATED COST. 
Extension of West Pier 1,000 feet (already completed) £28,000 
Purchase of 120 Acres of Freehold Lind oe ee 52,000 
Contractor’s Tender to construct Dock and Tidal Basin 229,000 
Hydraulic Machinery ee 2,000 
Railways ee ee ee 


. . ee 1 


Perliamentary and Engineering Expenses .. +» 20,000 
Interest on Capital during construction beyond 
surplus revenue, estimated ., oo 20,000 


£392,400 


ESTIMATED REVENUE FROM NEW WORKS. 
Guaranteed Wharface :— 
Great Western Railway Company... .. £4,800 
Midland Railway Company .. ve «» 3,540 
Corporation of Swansea 4. ae eo. 2,619 
—— £10,959 
10,446 
14,000 
or 9,000 
£44,405 


18,000 
10,000 
—— £28,000 


£stimated surplus revenue beyond surplus from present estate £16,405 


‘Wharfage not yet let, estimated oe ee oe 
Rates on Shipping do. oo oo oo 
Do. on Goods 


do, o- oe 


EXPENDITURE. 
Interest on Capital oe - ee oo 
Working Expenses ee oe 


A 
The Debentures are issued for terms of Five, Seven, or Ten Years, 
according to the wish of the investor, and Interest is paid Half-yearly 
‘by Coupons payable at the Glamorganshire Bank, Swansea, or at 
Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, Tritton, Twells, & Co., Lombard-street, 
London, E.C. Applications for Debentures should be made to the 
above-named bankers or to the undersigned. 
FRANCIS JAMES, 
Clerk and Solicitor to tne Swansea Harbour Trustees. 
Harbour Offices, Swansea, June, 1878. 
FORM OF APPLICATION FOR DEBENTURES. 


The investor is requested to write a letter to the Clerk of the 
Trustees in the following form : 


Bir, 
SWANSEA HARBOUR ACT, 1874. 
Iam desirous of Investing £ for a term ol* years in the de- 
bentures o1 the Swansea Harbour Trustees issued under the above 
Act of Parliament, at iour and-a-hal! pr centum per annum interest. 
On being informed that the Trustees are prepared to receive that 
sum, I will remit the same te the Glamorgansbire Banking Company, 
Swanses, or to Messrs. Barclay, Bevan, & Compary, Lombard-street, 
London, or to you,+ and will hola Banker's receipt pending the pre- 
paration of the debentures. 
Yours truly, 


FRANCIS JAMES, Esq., 
Clerk and Solicitor, Swaneea Harbour Trust, Swansea. 


Note.—The sums offered should be composed of even sums of Fifty 
Pounds, 





* Pive, seven, or ten. 
t The investor can remit ing Soe to the Clerk or to one of the 





PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONER | 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-lane, London, EQ, 


Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding 90s, 

Drarr Paper, 5s., 6s. 60., 7s. 6d., 7s, 94.,and 9s, 9d. per ream, 

Brier Paper, 15s, 64., 178. 62., and 23s. 64. per ream. 

Fooiscar Paper, 10s. 6d., 14s. 6d., and 18s 6d, per ream. 

OCream-Laip Norse, 3s., 4s., and 53. per ream. 

Larnet Caram-Latp Note, 4s. 64., 6s. 6d., and 8s. per ream, 

Laaee Biv Nore, 3s, 6d., 4s. 6d., and 6s. 6d. per ream. 

Envetopss, Crgam on Buve, 3s, 9d., 48. 6d., and 6s. a5* 1000, 

Tue “ Tempie”’ ENVELOPE, extra secure, 9s. 6d, per 1000, F 

FootscaP OrrictaL Enwvenores, Is. 9d. per 100. pee 

Partripas & Coorer’s Vettum Wove Civs-Hovse Nore, 9s,64, | 
ream. Thisincomparable Paper has raised up a host of wor E 
imitations. Purchasers are particularly requested to observe thas | 
each sheet bears the fac-simile water-mark, “PAR G 
COOPER’S VELLUM-WOVE CLUB-HUUSE PAPER,” : 
which none is genuine. bee 

IxpENTORE Skins, Printed and Machme-ruled, 2s, 5d. each, 288, por 
doz., 1358, per roll. 

— on Foutowers, Ruled, 2s. 1d, each, 24s, perdozen, 116s, 
roll. 

Recorps OB MremoRiats, 8d. each, 7s. 6d. per dozen. 


Ledgers, Day Books, Cash Books, Letter or Minute Books. 
An immense stock in various bin dings. 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867. 


Every requisitc onder the above Acts supplied on the shortest 











The BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate | 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily pr 
in the properform for registration and distribution. SHARE ¢ 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OF 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches, 
panie3 Fee Stamps Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(Late ASH & FLINT), 


| Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, 


street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 
Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed, 





Healthy Skin and Good Complexion. 


seitiideletiiaiines ry aie 
aay os” ECG 
pgetocon aged — BEST FOR or tts oe Be 
TOILET, NURSERY AND SHAVING 
Recommended in the Journal of Cutaneous Medicine, edited by 
MR. ERASMUS WILSON » F.RBS., 


USED BY 


And Sola Pigs moe pe kell 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEA 


FINEST MEAT-FLAVOURING STOCK FOR 
DISHES, AND SAUCES. ta, 


LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


CAUTION,—Genuine only with the fac-simile of Baron 
Liebig’s Signature in Blue Ink across Label, 4 


LIEBIG COMPANY'S EXTRACT OF MEAT. 


BR2AND AND 0CO’S OWN SAUCE 
GQ vUPS, PRESERVED PROVISIONS 
York AND GAME PIES for YACHTING; also 
ESS2NcE OF BEEF, BEEF TEA 
([UBTLE SOUP, AND JELLY, and other 
GPECIALITIES for INVALIDS 


< 





























CAUTION: —DEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 3 
0), ress: a 
11, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIR, W. 


ALKER’S ORYSTAL CASE WATCHES 
superseding all others.—Prize Medals, London, 1862; 


1867. Gold from £16 16s,; Silver from £6 6s,—68, Cornhill; 
Regont-street; 76, Strand, 











